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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
THURSDAY, November 19, 1903.

The House met at 12 o’clock m.
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HeNryY N. CoupEen, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed the following reso-
lutions; in which the concurrence of the House was requested:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the
Becretary of War cause an examination nnd survey to be made for the pur-
pose of ascertainirg the cost and feasibility of extending a 16-foot channrel of
suitable width from the present channel north of Corner Stake light in an
easterly direction and noith of Shooters Island to Kill van Kull, tostraighten
and increase the width of waterway at Shooters Island and relieve the con-
gestion of commerce at that point; also, a like examination and sarvey for
the pu of asceriaining tho cost and feasibility of removing the reef at
Bergen Point light and deepering to 16 feet and improving and straighten-
ing the channel between Kill van Knlland Elizabethport, with a plan or plans
for making such improvements and estimates thereof.

Senate concurrent resolution No. 16.

Resolved by the Senate c{rhe House rg’ Representatives concu rrfbrexg). That the
Becretary of War be, and he is hercby, authorized and direc to cause a
survey to be made of Portland Harhor, Maine, to include Fore River above
Portland Bridge, and the entrance w Back, Cove, with a visw to widening
end deepening the channels at those localities, and to eubmit plans and esti-
metes for such improvements.

Banate corcurrent resolution No. 17.

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, anthorized and direc to canse a
survey to be made and estimates to be submitted of the costof drudgin%nnd
otherwise improving the harbor of Cold Spring Inlet, Cape May County, N.J.,
g0 as to meet the demands of commerce.

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED.

. Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, the following resolutions were
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appropriate
committees as indicated below:

Resolved b_q“ghe Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the
Secretary of War canse an examination and survey to be made for tha pur-
pose of ascertaining the cost and feasibility of extending a 168-foot channel of
suitable width from the present channel north-of Corner Stake light in an
easterly direction and norih of SBhooters Island to Kill van Kull, to straighten
and increasc the width of weterway at Shooters Island and relieve the con-
gestion of commerce at that point; also, a like examination and survey for
the pur f ascertaining the cost and feasibility of removing the reef at
Bergen Point light and deepening to 16 feet and improving and straightening
the channel between Eill van Kull and Elizabethport, with a plan or plans
for making such improvements and estimates thereof—
to the Committes on Rivers and Harbors.

Senate concurrent resolution No. 16:

Resolved by the Senate (the Houre of Representatives wﬂcurn’rtg), That the
Secretary of %Tar be, and he is hereby, anthorized and directed to cause a
survey to be made of Portland Harbor, Maine, to inclzde Fore River above
Portland Bridge, and the entrance to Back Cove, witha view to widening and
deepening the channels at those localities, and to submit plans and estimates
for such improvements—

to the Committee cn Rivers and Harbors.

Senate concurrent resolution No. 17:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives oancm'n‘;f). That the
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to canse a
+ survey to be made and estimates to be submitted of the cost of dredging and
otherwise improving the harbor of Cold Spring Inlet, Cape May County,
N. J.. 50 as to meet the demands of commerce—

to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors,
CUBAN RECIPROCITY.

The SPEAKER. Inaccordance to the resolution adopted here-
tofore, the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole
Horse on the state of the Union for the further consideration of
the bill H. RR. 1921, and the gentleman from New York, Mr.
SHERMAN, will take the chair.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the
Whﬁ}f House on the state of the Union, with Mr. SHERMAN in
tke chair.

Tke CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of
ge Eﬂ] H. R. 1021, the title of which will be announced by the

eTK., \

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. B. 1821) to carry into effect a convention between the United
States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the 11th day of December, 1902.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Lonisiana [Mr. BROUSSARD].

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman, it would seem an undue
waste of the time of the House for me toaddress it at this moment,
when it is well known that every Member on this floor hasalready
g}ia]de up his mind as to how his vote shall be cast on the pending

I can not, however, sit silently by while a rank and ruthless in-
Justice is about to be perpetrated on the State of Louisiana. The
pending measure when it becomes law will impose a tax upon
the people of the State of Louisiana in excess of $2,000,000 an-

nually. That State produces about 800,000 tons of sugar annually,
and it is proposed by this measure to reduce the tariff upon sugar
coming into the United States from Cuba by 20 per cent of the
%revaﬂing rate of duties. Imasmuch as I am instructed by the

emocratic constituency that has sent me here to cast my vote
against this proposition, and inasmuch as the Democrats who
have elected me to this House believe that the reduction of this
tariff upon Cuban sugar will not accrue to the benefit of the peo-
ple of the United States nor to the people of Cuba, but will ac-
crue exclusively to the benefit of the sugar manufacturers of this
country, and inasmuch as they believe, and I believe, that this
bill is not along the lines of Democractic reform, I can neither
permit unchallenged the expression to go forth from Members on
this side of the House that this is a Democratic measure nor that
this law will inure to the benefit of the sugar consumers of this
country or to the Cnban sugar producers.

That it is nota Democratic measure must be taken to be correct,
if the history of this legislation is looked into. We know that it
is essentially an Administration measure. We know that in the -
general recommendation made by the President to the last Con-
gress this measure was highly recommended. We know that when
there was delay by the last Congress abont our taking up the mat-
ter that a special message was sent to Congress by the President
urging immediate action on the proposition. and we know that
Congress is now in session, sitting in extraordinary session on a
cgit]il issued by the President, in order to carry into law this propo-
sition.

But, perhaps, this is not sufficient reason to characterize this
bill as a Republican measure. After careful examination of the
platforms of both the great parties, I find two expressions of Re-
publican approval of this proposition and but one expression on
this subject in any Democratic platform.

The Republican platform of 1892 contains the following:

‘We point to the success of the Republican policy of reciprocity, under
which our export trade has vastly increased new and enlarged markets
have been opaned for the products of our farms and worksh We remind
the people of the bitter tion of the Democratic party to this practical

bu measurs,and el that, executed by n Republican Administration,
onr present laws will eventually give us control of the trade of the world.

In the Republican platform of 1896 the following declaration is
to be found:

We believe the of the reciprocity arrangements negotiated by the
last Republican Administration was a nati calamity, and we d;,gmnd
their renewal and extension on such terms as will equalize our trade with
other nations, remove the restrictions which now obstruect the sale of Ameri-
can products in the ports of other countries, and gecure enlarged markets
for the products of our farms, forests, and factories.

Protection and reciprocity are twin measures of Republican policy and go
hand in hand. Democratic rule has recklessly struck down both, and both
must be reestablished. Protection for what we produce; free admission for
the necessities of life which we do not produce; reciprocity n.f:xmmenm of

or

mutual interests which again n markets for us in return ur open
markets to others. Protection ds up domestic industry and trads and
secures our own market for ourselves. ;{eciprocity builds up foreign trade

and finds an outlet for our surplus.

Going over to the Democratic platform of 1892, promulgated
at Chicago that year, I find the onlye ion on reciprocity ever
promulgated by the party. Ishall that plank of tﬂa platform
bearing on this subject, becanse I take it that Democrats prefer
to draw their interpretations of Democratic doctrines from the
platform of their party rather than from the statements of gen-
tlemen, no matter how high in aunthority they may be in the
party. Section 4 of the platform of 1892 reads as follows:

Trade intercharge on the basis of reciprocal advantages to the countries
participating is a time-honored doctrine of the Democratic faith; but we de-
nounce the sham reciprocity which juggles with the people’s desire for
enlarged foreign markets and freer er;ﬁnges by Frotendmg to establish
closer trade relations for a country whose articles of export are almost ex-
clusively agricultural produects with other countries that arealsoagricultural,
while erecting a custom-house barrier of prohibitive tariff taxes aga'nst the
richest and the countries of the world that stand ready to take our entire
surplus of products and to exchange therefor commodities which are neces-
saries and comforts of life among our own people.

It will be noticed that this declaration of Democratic doctrine
not only characterizes the reciprocity of the Republican party as
sham reciprocity, but defines what sham reciprocity is—as that
kind of reciprocity establishing ** closer trade relations for a coun-
try whose articles of export are almost exclusively agricultural
products with other countries that are also agricultural.” Now,
it is evident that this treaty falls directly within the scope of that
definition, for of the $32,000,000 worth of the product of Cuba
coming into the United States last year, more than $31,000,000
were raw material and agricultural products.

In the campaign of that year the campaign book issued by the
national Democratic campaign committee characterized this spe-
cies of reciprocity, which had been approved by the Republican
Flitéfom' as shown above, and condemned by our platform, as

ollows:

That th f reci ich the Republi intin
with pﬁdee:m%gthn D L T T Ty

born in falsehood,

tion, was and is now wrapped in the juggled figures of
tic misrepresentation. e
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I am indebted for this excerpt to the courtesy of my friend from
Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT], who quoted it from the campaign book
of 1892 in the great speech delivered by him against &ban reci-
procity April 16, 1802.

It was upon this issue in 1892, and since, that the people of the
South, believing in tariff reform, condemned reciprocity in many
State and Con, ional platforms, from one of which my friend
from TFexas [mcnsi:ss] read yesterday as juggling with a

rinciple to which the Democratic party could not subscribe. I
a tgat my friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] the other day
paid high encomium to a former leader of the minority on the
ﬂoor‘loi tlllia House, Mr. mmmnr of ‘Il'lex:;.a lan wou.idg; to %Ot,]}?
mend to hima in the speech of this grea er of the
Democratic party wﬁe speaking on the Dingley bill. He said
in part:

The Chicago platform does not differ from the former declarations of the

Demaocratic é-:rrty as to the right of the Government to lay taxes. It does,

however, di essentially from the platform of 1892 as to the policy of ex-
empting raw materials g'am taxation. But, sir, the e of fres raw
materials was itself a radical from all Democratic traditions, and

in departing from it the Chicago convention simply returned to the time-
honored principles of our party. Never in all its history, until it fell under
that strange delusion which can only ba described as velandism, did the
Democratic party countenance a proposition to allow the manufacturers of
this country to buy almost everything they need free from taxation, while
Elvh:ﬂg them the benefit of a duty on nearly everything they sell. [Applause.]

he first attempt to commit the Democratic to this ous heresy
was made bﬁ Hon. A. 8. Hewitt, during the debate on the bill to create a
tarifi com n, in 1882. Mpr. Hewitt was then a Democratic Member
this House; but he admits that all the Democratic leaders of that time were
opposed to his position.

I point to this part of Mr. BAILEY'S speech to show to the gen-
tleman and to show to the Democratic Members of this House
that not only was the platform opposed to reciprocity, the very
reciprociti which we are discussing now; not only did the cam-
paign book giveit out to Democrats as sound Democratic doctrine
that such a policy could not be pursued by the Democratic party,
but Mr. BAiLEY, then the leader of the minority in the House,
took the position that free raw material was a pernicions heresy
of the Democratic party and had never been heard of except in
the conventionof 1892. 1If, therefore, free raw material isa heresy
of the Democratic party, ander what justification can a Democrat
cast his vote to reduce the tartff on raw material without in any
wise reducing the tariff on manufactured articles? How can a
Democrat, viewing this bill as a reduction of the tariff on raw
material, go back upon the declaration of his party on this sub-
ject? How can he go back on the statements made by the repre-
sentatives of the ﬁarty in the campaign book of that year and on
the floor of this House?

But gentlemen quote Mr. Jefferson as favoring reciprocity.
Now, some one has said that no opinion is stronger than the rea-
sons upon which it rests. If Mr. Jefferson at any time advocated
reciprocity, the later doctrine of the Democratic party has con-
demned it, and what difficulty would confront gentlemen on this
side of the House who, believing that a tariff for revenue is a cor-
rect Democratic doctrine, espoused the cause of reciprocity?
‘What would such a posifion lead to? 'Where would be the differ-

ence on the tariff between that position and the position occupied -

by gentlemen on the other side who believe in a protective tariff
and reciprocity? There would then be but this difference be-
tween the position of the two parties on the tariff: The Repnblic-
ans would start by building a high tariff, thus bringing about a

Ius in the Treasury, and would then reform the tanff by en-
acting reciprocal trade relations with other countries, destroying
this surplus until the amount actually collected through the cus-
tom-houses, plus the internal taxes of the country, would bring
the tariff to one snﬂicientlg large to raise the revenues necessary
to administer the affairs of the Government.

The Democratic y. believing in a tariff for revenue, would
enact a tariff law the collections from which, added to the inter-
nal taxes of the conntry, would meet the expenditures of the Gov-
ernment economically administered, and then, in order to
out this doctrine of reciprocity, just to the extent that reciprocal
trade relations were established between this Government and a
foreign country the rate of tariff on goods coming from other
countries would have to be raised by so much as the treaty
of reciprocity with the country establishing such trade relations
with this country wonld be reduced, and with each subsequent
reciprocity treaty a like course would have to be pursued until
the rate on goods coming from countries not in reciprocal trade
glgﬁantgl with th%r; Gtggeﬁnmelx;{:i reached the same total tg.s tll:cose

timately fixed epublican 2 pussuing s policy,
g0 that eventually there will beno dié‘:rrm?ce between the position
of the Democratic party and the Republican on the ques-
th;?Bn of tariff except as to the method adopted to ultimately reach

same point.

One purpt;]-:'ould start by building rates and reducing them
by reciprocity treaties; the other would start by building rates
just sufficient to administer the Government and then raising

them as treaties were consummated between this country and other
countries. To make more clear this position let us assume that
the Democratic instead of the Republican party had been in power
in 1897, and that a bill in place of the Dingley bill had been fash-
ioned by the Democratic party, the establishment of the p sed
trade relation between this Government and the island mba
would necessarily reduce the revenue and create a deficit in the
Treasury. But as no one on this side of the House advocates the
administering of the affairs of the Government on a credit basis,
it would immediately become the duty of this Congress, after
ratifying this treaty between Cuba and the United States, to cor-
respondingly raise the rates on all articles imported into this
country from other countries than Cuba, so as to raise additional
revenues, and in doing that raise the tariff in the exact proportion
with the reduction of revenues brought about by the reciprocity
treaty with Cuba.

As between the two positions, tariff for revenue and reciprocity
on the one side and protection and reciprocity on the other side,
the Republican idea would at least have the virtune of stability,
the other would be an ever-shifting process, dangerous to trade
and to continued party success. The other proposition which I
desire to discuss is: Who will derive the benefit of this 20 per cent
reduction? The matter is so plain to my mind that the trust will
get the benefit of this reduction that I can not conceive by what
method of argument gentlemen can present any other view. In

of | the first E}aoe,in the last Congress when this bill passed this

House, off the differential on sugar, that differential b
which the sngar trust subsists, the bill went to the Senate, anﬁ
there it remained in committee and did not come out of the com-
mittee at all during that session. What was the power that held
it in that committee? 'Was it the Cuban planter, who was at that
time said to be suffering in Cuba? No; for the Cuban planters
did not produce one single pound of refined sugar. Not only do
they produce no refined sugar for export from their country, but
they actually import refined sugar from the United States to Cuba
for their consumption. They could not and did not complain be- -
cause the differential was stricken off,

‘Was it the best-sugar producer who complained? No; because
all of the representatives of States growing beet sugar on this
floor voted to take gff the differential. Was it ghe Louisiana cane-
sugar growers who protested against it? Not they; for their
representatives voted to take off the differential. Whg;'ve was the
power that held this bill in the Senate committee? Everyone
familiar with the subject knows that the trust held up the bill.

Did the President, finding the differential had been taken off in
the House, and advocating reciprocity because, as he contended,
of the poverty of the Cuban planter, aware of the fact that Cuba
produced no refined sngar, and that the taking off of the differen-
tial could inno wise affect the production of Cuban sugars brought
in this country, send a message to the Senate, as he had done in
the House, urging the immediate passage of the bill? He did not.
The taking off of the differential was the destruction of thesugar
trust. The passage of the Cuban reciprocity bill with the reten-
tion of the differential was in the interest of the sugar trust. So
that the old lines drawn by the President to give this additional
bonus to the trust had to be abandoned, for the trust would not
permit a reduction of the tariff rates on sugar if at the same time
the differential was taken off of the sugars of the world. That
course, therefore, had to be abandoned. Meanwhile the Senate,
throngh a committee, commenced an investigation of this matter
to ascertain what connection, if any, the sugar trust had with the
move for the reduction of the tariff on Cuban sugars.

It is due to the splendid work of Senator TELLER that a direct
connection was established between the sugar trust and the move-
ment to reduce the tariff on Cuban sugars. It was through the
efforts of Senator TELLER that it was ascertained that literature
sent out in the interest of this movement had been paid for by the
trust. And while Mr. Havemeyer, president of the American
Sugar Refining Company, had declared before that committee
his indifference to the passage of this measure, yet Mr. Thurber,
Eresident of the United States Export Association, was forced

y Senator TELLER to the admission that the sugar trust had con-
tributed at least §2,500 toward conducting the campaign in behalf
of the reduction of the tariff on Cuban sugars. A ?li.iend of mine,
referring to this matter, called this measure a reciprocity treaty
between Havemeyer, of the American Sugar Refining Company,
and Thurber, of the United States Export Association. Anﬁn be-
lieve that characterization of the proposition to be correct.

Immediately, however, upon the differential being taken off
in the House, the President of the United States, in usurpatio:;gf
powers which belonged to this House, entered into a treaty of reci-
procity with the Government of Cuba, a treaty by which he con-
templated to bring about the same result that had been sought
to be brought about in this House, reducing the tariff on Cuban
sugars and maintaining the differential, and then he convened
Congress in extra session in order to adopt this proposition.




1903.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

363

Now, will not the sugar trust get the entire benefit from this,
and will the sugar planters of Cuba derive a single cent of profit
ouf of this proposition? I contend that the smgar trust
the entire benefit and that the Cuban planters will not get a cent
of it, and I will explain the reason why I think so, and I will pro-
ducs the facts upon which I make this statement.

‘We in Louisiana are compelled, just as the Cuban planter is com-

1led, to sell all of our product to thesugar trust. The American
g?:ga.r Refining Company has a refinery in New Orleans. We sell
our sugar to the American Sugar Refining Company. When we
come to New Orleans to our market we are met with this condition
of affairs. The trust says to us: ** The price of sugar in New York
is, say, 8} cents. We will give you for your sugar, on the New
Orleans market, 34 cents, less three-sixteenths of a cent a pound.”
‘When we ask them why they deduct three-sixteenths of a cent a
pound from the New York price they say the freight to New York
is three-sixteenths of a centapound. When we tell them thatour
sugars do not go out of Louisiana; that they have their refinery
right at band; that they refine their sugar at that point, and that
New Orleans is a distributing point, and that therefore they do
not have to pay any freight e to New York on our raw
sugar, they say they kmow that as well as we do, but they say to
us: “If you do not care to sell g?m' sugars to us in the city of
New Orleans, then move it to New York, pay the freight rate,
and there you will get the New York price on your sugar.”
There being nothing to gain by this but delay, we sell in New
Orleans, and thus they deprive usof the three-sixteenths of a cent
a d on every pound of sugar produced in Lonisiana.

ing the sole purchasers of this rawtgsrodnct, if they have the
power thus to mulet us in three-sixteenths of a cent a pound be-
cause the freight rate to New York is three-sixteenths of a cent
pound, then if you reduce your tariff 20 per cent on Cuban sugar,
and they exert the same influence and the same powerand tell the
Cuban planter that they will pay them the price of their raw sugar,
which 1s the cost of ucing if, with a small margin of profit,
plus the tariff upon the sugar entering New York, less the 20 per
cent reduction which has been made in the tariff, or they can go
elsewhere with their sugar, what can the Cuban sugar producers
do? Where can they go? Where is there any other market for
them? Will they not, like the Louisiana planter, be compelled to
turn their sngar over to the American Sugar Refining Company,
the American Sugar Refining Company taking possession of the
20 per cent reduction and placing it in their treasury, thus trans-
ferring the money, which now goes into the Treasury of the United
States from the present tariff on Cuban sugar, into the treasury of
the American Sugar Refining Company? Is there any answer to
that proposition?

. The other day I asked the gentleman from New York [Mr,
McCLELLAN] a question which he said he would not answer just
at that time, but that he would answer later on. I do not know
whether or not the gentleman from New York is now on the floor.
I have read his carefully and I find in it no answer fo the
question which I put to him. The question which I asked him
was this:

i that three da;
e e e S R A
on the same day it was 333, or a difference of 3} points against the American
producer, while refined su on the same day lust year was quoted at 421
B v v e

: ints, a difference of just &2 the
&m%mmsiw ts, o Jjust 84 points, the exact

In order to explain fully the purport of this question and the
facts which I songht to elicit from the gentleman from New York,
I had better make an explanation of the differential. The present
tariff rate on sugar imported info this country is a sliding-scale
rate go far as raw sugar is concerned. The rate is for sugars test-
ing 75° of the polariscope, 0.95 of a cent per d, and for each
additional degree of the polariscope 0.035 of a cent per pound.
Now, under that scale sugars testing 100 would pay 1.82}, or
$1.824 per 100 pounds, while refined sugar pays 1.95, or §1.95
Er 100 pounds. So that, theoretically speaking, the differential

only 12} points, or 12} cents per 100 pounds. But all sugar
above 96 test is classed as refined sugar, and 96 test sugar pays a
rate of duty amounting fo 1.61, or $1.61 per 100 pounds. So that
immediately after passing the 96 test sugars pay 1.95, or Sl.%ﬁr
100 pounds. Therefore the real differential is not 12 points, but
34 points; and that is the differential legislated primarily for the
interest of the sngar trust, though in some degree it enhances the
value of American produced sugar.

It would necessarily follow, if, as contended by the gentleman
from New York [Mr. McCLELLAN], there is only one market at
the same time in this country for all kinds of sugar, the differ-
ence between the price on raw sugar and refined should at
no time be more than 34 points, or 34 cents per 100 pounds, and
the fpm:e of each should travel in parallel lines. But,as a matter
of fact, such is not the case. Taking the question propounded

to him, we find that last year, on the 15th of November, prime
yellow clarified sold for 333,  This year, on the same day, it sold

get | for 331, or a difference of practically 34 points. But on the same

day last year refined sugar sold for 4.21, and on that day this year
for 4.50, a difference of 29 points. So that the producer on the
15th of November was practically 3} points beﬁm d last year’s
market on the same day, because it was known that Cuban reci-
procity would not be successful in the Congress, while the con-
sumer was being charged 29 points more for refined sugar. And
adding the loss to the producer, 31, to the loss to the consumer,
29 points, we find a difference of 32} points clear gain to the trust
on the market value of the difference %etween raw and refined
Sugars.

Now, all sngars coming from Cuba last year were of an average
testof 94. But 94 pay 1.61, and assuming the present crop
of Cuba to test 94, which is more than probable, 20 per cent re-
duction on the tariff on that test, or 24 per cent reduction on 1.61,
equals 32} points. So that on the 15th of November the trust,
with the full knowledge that this measure would become law,
and kmowing that the Louisiana sugar producer was on the mar-
ket with his crop, deducted the 321 points in anticipation of the
passage of this bill. And between the Louisiana ucer and
the American consumer the American Sugar Trust is now appro-
priating the 32} points contemplated by this bill. If they charge
this against us to-day, will they not charge it against the Cuban
crop when it commences to reach the ports of the United States
next month?

But since November 15, when the question was asked the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. McCLELLAN], on this morning the
secretary of the New Orleans Sugar Exchange, now in Washing-
ton, is in receipt of a felegram, which I hold in my hand, signed
by the president of that exchange, which reads as follows:

& wmga price prime yellows to-day. Reflners here buying basis3J; for

Gentlemen will note prime yellow ei%guoted at 31§, but that the
refiners are buying 96 test at 8/, evidencing what I have just
recited, the forced reduction of the price of our sugar, becanse
we dis of it on the New Orleans instead of the New York
market. Buf this telegram conveys more than that. Since No-
vember 15 our sugars have from 3§} to 8% (which is
equivalent to 314); 314 from 33} s a drop of %, or a differ- ,
ence of plus 24 points. So that, not content with takingmgoin‘la
from the American consumer at this time, we are losing by
simple agitation of this question here, on the Louisiana crop, 24
gentleman farther

ints over last year’s price.

poﬂ the face of these c{emonstraﬁons can any

argue that the trust will not get the 20 per cent reduction con-
templated by this bill? These bandits of modern American com-
merce preying upon the American people by devices of stealth of
action tricks of cunning are as affectual in accomplishing
thhe;irhegurpose as their of more ancient times accom-
pli theirs by personal exposure, physical rigk, and misdirected

Shﬁ it be said that this Congress, realizing the full effect of
this measure—shall it be said that the Democratic Members of
this Congress, realizing as they did in the last Con that this
gigantic monster is prepared to swallow up the substance of the
people, will deliberately cast their vote to again enlarge the field
of the differential? For I contend that, in view of these demon-
strations, the proof of which I have just furnished the House,
the 20 per cent reduction on Cuban sugars means an additional
differential in favor of the trust.

The Democratic party, to trusts, should never align
itself to a proposition intending to give larger scope, greater op-
portunity, and more powerful leverage to extort from the people
of this conntry additional tribute to this awful corcern.

That the effort will be made on the part of the Democrats be-
fore we take a vote on this bill to take off the differential is well
known to this conntry; that this effort will be unavailing is well
known to the Democrats on this floor. Failing in that, failing in
the effort to relieve the people from the unjust taxation im
iucﬁn them by the trust, realizing that the effect of this leg-

tion will be to add a further differential in favor of the trost,
almost equivalent fo the differential which it now unduly re-
ceives, any Democrat lend his efforts, cast his vote, or use
his influence to bring about the pergtraﬁon of this ontrage upon
the ?ﬁlnr industry of this country, knowing full well that no citi-
zen be benefited by that action, that no Cuban planter will
derive any tgrt of the profits of this reduction, but that in its en-
tirety, as though Iifting bodily that amount of money from the
Treasury of the United States and transferring it into the coffers
of this corporation, the trust will receive every cent of it? If that
be not true, then wthgnhas not the last bill with the differential
off become law? If that be not true, then why was the American
Sugar Refinery lending its efforts and influence toward carrying
through Congress this legislation? Why has it had its lobbyists
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in the corridors of this building, and why is it engaged at this
moment in taxing the Louisiana sugar planter even in advance of
the passage of this measure?

e in Louisiana have nl::{a]{s contended from the inception of
this matter that the trust will get the benefit of this reduction.
Gentlemen on this floor have contended otherwise. There cer-
tainly is a way by which this matter can be adjusted to the satis-
faction of all parties concerned. 'We are willing to stand the test
of our contention. Why not make a provision in this bill that if
at any time it should be proven that the trust does receive the
benefit of this reduction, then it shall be the duty of the Presi-
dent to abrogate this treaty with Cuba? Cleariy, if the Cuban
people do not get the benefit of the reduction they will be inter-
ested in proving that fact. Clearly, if the sugar trust extorts
from them this 20 per cent, which they believe they will receive,
they will not hesitate to make the fact public. Clearly, if the
Louisiana planter sees the price of his commodity reduced because
of this legislation, and the trust receives the profits accruing
from it, he will not be interested in concealing the facts, and the
facts which I have given above would soon be substantiated, so
that the President of the United States would be compelled to
give recognition of the fact that this legislation inured exclusively
to the benefit of the sugar trust; and I do not believe that, should
such a condition arise, the President of the United States would
either neglect or delay to carry ouf the behest of Congress if pre-
sented to him in the manner which I have described.

No harm can grow out of such a proposition. Or, if the trust
does not get the ljgproﬁts. then the provision in the bill would be
harmless. But if, on the other hand, the trust should get the
benefit of it, I take it that no man on this floor—certainly no
Democrat on this floor—would want to see a continuation of con-
ditions whereby at least one of the trusts of this country wasa
direct beneficiary of legislation in the framing of which they had
participated. Is not this a fair prgﬁmﬁiﬁon? Can any one urge a
reason against the adoption of such a proposition? Oh, I know
that my Democratic friends will say that the rules under which
this bill is being considered precludes the possibility of an amend-
ment, but if they can find a way fo submit a proposition to take
off the differential, why can they not couple with that p i-
tion the one which I now submit? - True there would be as little
opportunity of securing the Eamge of this amendment as there
is of passing the one taking off the differential, but it would have
served as a warning on the country that in the participation of
Members on this side of the Chamber in this legislation they are
at least free from any desire, which I know is true, to legislate
any additional favors npon an institution now overburdened with
favors growing out of past legislation.

Such a proposition as I have indicated is thoroughly within the
power of the House to include in this proposition. Such a course
of action on the part of Gongress has at least two precedents to
go by. The countervailing duty fixed in the Dingley law is al;;x;g
the lines of this suggestion, and the suspension of articles pl
on the free list by the McKinley law and the imposition by proc-
lamation of a stated duty on such articles, which included sugar,
hides, etc., was a provision in the McKinley bill. In the case of
Field v. Clark (143 U. S. Reports, p. 649) the Supreme Court
held that that species of legislation was perfectly constitutional.
After going over innumerable authorities, Judge Harlan, as the
organ of the court, concludes as follows:

That Co: ot delegat tivi tothe Presidentisa prin-
ciple univemmgnizaﬁ aga n%ama 13?3;:'1% andamsm' tenancea;) the

tem of government ordained by the Constitution. The act of October 1,

in the particular under consideration, is not inconsistent with that prin-
ciple. It does not, in any real sense, invest the President with the power of
B e

B . h

:L:Se;'flined tﬁ(t)the %mg'i?rlrons of the act of October 1, 18&%: permitting the
free introduction of such articles, should be suspended as to any country pro-
ducing and exporting them that im exactions and duties on the agri-
cultural and other products of the United States, which the President deemed,
that is, which he found to be, reciprocally unequal and unreasonable. Con-
gress itself preseribed, in advance, the duties to belevied, collected, and paid
on sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, or hides, produced by or exported from such
designated country, while the suspension lasted. Nothing involving the ex-
iency or the just operation of such legislation was left to the determina-
of the President. The words, * he may deem,"” in the third section, of
course, implied that the President would examine the commercial regula-
tions of other countries producing and exporting sugar, molasses, coffee, tea,
and hides, and form a judgment as to whether they were reciprocally equal
and reasonable, or the contrary, in their effect upon American products.
But when he ascertained the fact that duties and exactions, reciprocally un-
equal and unreasonable, were imposed upon the agricultural or other prod-
ncts of the United States by a country producing and exporting sugar, mo-
lasses, coffee, tes, or hides, it became duty to issue a proclamation declar-
ing the nsion, as to that country, which gress had determined should
d no diseretion in the premises except in_respect to the dura-
tion of the suspension so ordered. t that related only to the enforcement
of the policy established by Congress. y

As tgg suspension was agsolutali{ required when the President ascertained
the existence of a particular fact, it ean not be said that in ascortaining that
fact and in issning his proclamation in obedience to the legislative will he
exercised the function of making laws. Lﬁiﬂhtlﬂa power was exe
when Congress declared that the suspension should take effect upon a named
contingency. What the President was required to do was simply in execu-

tion of the act of It was not the makingof law, Hewas the mere

nmo! the lawmaking department to ascertain and declare the event upon
W its expressed will was to take effect. It was a part of the law itsel?aas
it left the hands of Gongreaa that the provisions, full and complete in them-
selves, permitting the free introduction of sugars, mo g, coffee, tea, and
hides from particular countries should be suspended in a {gen contingency,
and that in case of such suspensions certain duties shounld be imposed.

“The true distinction,” as Judge Ranney, for the supreme court
of Ohio, has well said, *‘is between the delegation of power to make the law,
which necessarily involves a discretion as to what it shall be, and conferring
authority or discretion as to its execution, to be exercised under and in pur-
suance of the law. The first can not be done; to the latter no valid objection
gﬁ} bse hﬁaﬂgj‘}‘ (Cincinnati, Wilmington, etc., Railroad v. Commissioners, 1

0 .y 88,

It:'tMocre v. City of Reading (21 Pa. Stat., 188, 202) the language of the
court was:

** Half the statutes on our books are in the alternative, depending
discretion of some person or persons to whom is confided the duty of deter-
mining whether the proper occasion exists for executing them. But it can
not be said that the exercise of such discretion is the making of the law.”

8o in Locke’s Appeal 81;2 Pa. Stat., 491, 498):

“To assert that a law is less than a law becanse it is made to depend on a
future event or act is to rob the legislature of the power to act wisely for the

ublic welfare whenever a law is passed relating to a state of affairs not yet
eveloped or to things future or impossible to fully know.”

The proper distinction, the court said, was this:

“The legmhtm can not dalagz.t.e its power to make a law, but it can make
a law to delegate a power to determine some fact or state of things upon

which the law makes or intends to make its own action depend. To deny
this would be to stop the wheels of government. There are many

upon which wise and useful legislation must depend which can not ba known
to the lawmaking power, and must, therefore, be a subject of inguiry and
determination outside of the halls of legislation.” .

‘What has been said is ?gu.s]ly agplicsble to the objection that the third
section of the act invests the President with treaty-making tpower.

The court is of opinion that the third section of the act of October 1, 1890,
is not liable to the objection that it transfers ]oﬁlﬂnﬁve and treaty-making
power to the President. Even if it were, it wounld not by any means follow
that other parts of the act, those which directly imposed duties upon articles
imported, would be inoperative. But we need not in this connection enter
upon the consideration of that question.

The President of the United States in negotiating this treaty
usurped a prerogative of this body, violated a constitutional pro-
vigion placing exclusively in the power of this body bills affecting
the revenue of the Government; and it will not do for gentlemen
to contend that this is not so, because in the bill itself appears a
provision declaring that this action on our shall not be con-
strued as a surrender of the right of this body to originate bills
affecting the revenue.

How harlequinesque this position! This House, realizing that
it is being despoiled of ome of its constitutional privileges, sub-
mits it—nay, assists in the despoiling, and contents itself with a
mild protest that this submission, that this assistance shall not
be construed as a submission and an assistance. What absurd
folly! Is this House, under the Republican policy of centraliza-
tion of power into one hand, ready to abdicate its most sacred
rights? Is this House ready to subscribe with a mild form of pro-
test to being thus despoiled of thispower? Is this House prepared
to abrogate in the future its power to legislate and regulate tariff
schedules, revenue-producing laws, everything affecting the rev-
enue, to the President of the United States and submit to it, agree
to play the second fiddle in the exercise of a power exclusively in-
trusted to it by the Constitution of the United States? And, to
make this matter worse, while with the one hand it surrenders
this power to the President, on the other hand it nsnrps the power
which belongs exclusively to the upper House of Congress.

Note the purpose of this bill—to carry into effect a treaty.
Under the Constitution the right to make treaties is in the execu-
tive branch of the Government, subject to the approval by ratifica-
tion of the npper House of Congress, and here this unconstitutional
method of bringing about this legislation, which should have
originated in the House, originates in the Executive, and from the
Executive in the form adopted, the consent of the upper House
alone being necessary. Due to the usurpation by the President
of the powers of the House, we are led from one ridiculous position
to another, and we find under that method of procedure that it
becomes necessary for this House to usurp constitutional rights
which exclusively belong to the upper House.

I have sought, as fully as the time allotted me would permit,
to present two of the many objections to this bill. Having pre-
sented them as clearly as I can, I am willing to submit the matter
to the determination of this House.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I thought the other day that
the gentleman from Mississippi indulged in scant courtesy to the
“‘blanket Indians who were striving to get back to the reserva-
tion,” when he taunted them with what I thought he called de-
sertion from their allies. ughter.] I suppose I am one of
those blanket Indians. AtalleventsI am seeking the reservation.
[Laughter.] But I am notentitled to the taunt of the gentleman
of having deserted my allies. The gentleman will remember that
on last Saturday night the Democrats in this House indulged in
a caucus, and we are told that in that caucus they hurried to an-
nounce to the world that whether the amendment they desired to
this bill was attached to it or not they would vote for the bill,
In view of that action, and that is the earliest action that any

on the
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party could have taken, I would like to know where the taunt of
desertion belongs.

Ar. Chairman, I have intimated that I intend to vote for this
bill, and yet I confess I do it with reluctance. I doit because the
large majority of my associates seem to think that it is necessary,
because the Administration very heartily approves of it, becanse
thelast Republican State convention of the State of Iowa declared
in favor of it. Therefore I intend to vote for it. but I am not
satisfied with the reasoning indulged in by gentlemen in support
of it. I am not one of those who believe that we owe anything to
Cuaba. I did not know that it was contended, or it could have
been contended, a little more than one hundred years ago, after
the colonies had received much of assistance from the French
monarchy, after our liberation, after the establishment of our
Government, that because the French armies and French fleets
were instrumental in securing our independence therefore we
were entitled fo great liberality in trade conventions with France,
I know of no reason why we are indebted or why we owe anything
to the Republic of Cuba. We have done much for them. We
have spent three or four hundred millions of treasure, we have
sacrificed many lives, in order that that little nationality might
be relieved from oppression.

I believe in the doctrine of reciprocity, but I believe in Repub-
lican reciprocity. I believe in the reciprocity of McKinley, and I
want now to say that that most estimable character has, in my
judgment, been traduced and slandered by many men who have
undertaken to repeat or to give signification to the last speech he
ever uttered.

There is nothing in that speech from beginning to end that dif-
fers one iota from the well-established doetrines of the Republican
party upon this question of reciprocity, namely, that the articles
that are to be the subject of reciprocal arrangement and are to
have advantages in our markets are to be the noncompetitive arti-
cles that will not interfere with our labor or with our industries.
Let me read the concluding sentence in that speech on this sub-
ject, and it ought to quiet these gentlemen who are assiduous in
their efforts to make it appear that William McKinley had re-
canted something in regard fo his tariff views, that he had taken
a back track, that he was on the way to Democratic free trade.
The sentence of most importance in his speech is this:

‘We should teke from our customers such of their products as we can use
without harm to our industries and our labor.

That is what William McKinley said. What is there in that
.that gives encouragement to men who claim that the competitive
article, the article that does harm to our industries or does harm
to our labor, is to be the subject of reciprocal agreement?

. Mr, Chairman, I believe in the system of protection as taught
by the Republican party, and as illustrated by it in its legislation.
And right here I want to say that in my judgment there is no
Republican who claims that there is sanctity or sacredness in
schedules, that they are written for all time, that they are to be
permanent and unchanged. The Republican party has eight
times entirely modified and changed the tariff and revised it.
The tariff has been revised four times since I became a Member
of this House—three times by the Republican party and once by
the Democratic m We recognize that changed conditions
make changes in tariff rates essential, but we do cling to the pro-
tective principle, and I am glad to know that we can point to re-
sults, . Chairman, we have had tariff regulations from the
-earliest days of the Republic,

For seventy-two years our tariffs were in the main written along
thelinesof Democratic policy—for seventy-two years. Itistruewe
had a protective tariff, so called, in 1816, another in 1828, and
another in 1842, but they were short-lived and were not protective
as we understand that word now. They were along the lines, I
say, of Democratic free trade, refusing protection to the labor or
encouragement to the industries of the people of the United
States. During those seventy-two years there were fifteen years
where the balance of trade with foreign nations was in favor of
the people of the United States, and the total of those balancesin
our favor were $157,000,000. During fifty-seven years the bal-
ances were against us, and the aggregate of those es were
$1,270,000,000.

‘When one stops to philosophize with regard to what this means,
it is a matter of greatconcern that the balances should be so large
against us, for it means that it became necessary that we by the
export of cur gold and our silver and our portable wealth should
lose this immense snm of twelve hundred and seventy millions of
dollarsof our business capital, that would be so useful in our trade
and commerce, and that our trade and commerce was thus cur-
tailed by this useless and unnecessary exportation of our gold and
silver and portable wealth. Ourstocks, our bonds, State, national,
and municipal, were carried abroad and we not only lost this cap-
ital, or theuse of this capital, but we were constantly being drained

of the sums necessary to pay the dividends and the interests on-

stocks and bonds. We were thus constantly made poorer,

‘When gold was discovered in California there were one hundred
and fifty millions of gold that played its in the circulating
medium of the United States. During the first thirteen years
after that discovery, and up to 1860, there was dug from the mines
of California $800,000,000, making a total of nine hundred and
fifty millions of gold that ought to have been in the United States
in1860. Asamatter of fact, there were but two hundred millions.
Seven hundred and fifty millions of our gold had been exported
from the United States to pay the balances that were due to for-
eign mannfacturers because of the faunlty systems of the Demo-
cratic party under the tariff of 1846 and the tariff of 1857.

That is the statement of the account, and we had in the United
States in 1860 but four hundred and seven millions of circulating
medium. The wealth of the United States at that time was six-
teen billions of dollars. Eight generations of men had labored
from the time of the settlement at Jamestown, eight generations
of men had lived and died, and they had been able to accumnulate
in two hundred and fifty years as surplus only sixteen billions of
dollars. Then we changed our policies. Instead of engaging
simply in trade we began to make things, to create wealth, to en-
courage our own labor here, and at the end of forty years a little
more than one generation of men had created eighty-six billions of
wealth. [Applanse on the Republican side.] They had added
as their contribution to this wonderful amount seventy hillions
tg the sixteen billions of the eight generations that had preceded
them.

. We began new policies then in 1860, and we have gone on per-
fecting and making better and better and better the tariff laws of
the United States, until the nearest ible approach to perfection
in that direction was reached in this body a little more than six
years ago. What aresome of the results of that? Think. What
has been accomplished in a little more than six years? The bal-
ance of trade in our favor rince the Dingley law went into effect
has been thirty-two hundred and twenty-four millions of dollars.
Béppla'miﬂ on the Republican side.] seventy-two years of

mocratic policies—practical free-trade policies—during the only
years in which there were balances in our favor they amounted to
one hundred and fifty seven million, but in the grand aggregate
the sum against us was one billion and one hundred and odd mil-
lions of dollars—more than a billion of dollars against us; while
in six years of time along our policies, under our legislation, the
balances in our favor have been thirty-two hundred and twenty-
four millions of dollars.

Instead of sending our porfable wealth abroad to pay these bal-
ances the whole world is contributing to our wealth by sending
their precious metalsand their portable wealth to swell our riches.
We have now in the United States, instead of a beggarly two hun-
dred millions that were here when the Republican party took
control of affairs, twelve hundred and seventy millions of gold.
Instead of there being four hundred and seven millions of civenla-
tion we have now twenty-seven hundred and thirteen millions of
circulation. In 1860 the manufactured products of the United
States amounted to $1,750,000,000; in 1902 they amounted to
$18,000,000,000. Under Republican policies these changes have
come about.

In the old time, if a work of internal improvement was pro-
jected, the first thing to be done was to send envoys abroad to
see whether the money could be borrowed, and we were one of
the debtor nations, so it was said, and we often heard that taunt
used that the United States was a debtor nation. Ah, the Repub-
lican party has changed all that. This is no longer a debtor
nafion. Men come here to borrow by the score of millions our
gold. All of our great enterprises are now being financed at
home. We have an abundance of money, we have an abundance
of credit, we have an abundance of capital. These are some
of the reasons why I am wedded to the Dingley tariff law and
why I am unwilling that there should be assanlts upon it, insidious
or otherwise. I am one of those who, at least for the time being,
is content to let well enough alone and refuse fo go into newand
untried experiments. [Applause on the Republican side.]

But, Mr. Chairman, these considerations, vast as they are, are
but inconsiderable in comparison to the infinite good that comes
to the people that have the wisdom to adopt a protective policy.
Governments are instituted for the purpose of ameliorating the
condition of men, of bringing more of happiness into the human
heart, more of content into human families, and when we con-
sider what this policy of the Republican party has accomplished
in this direction in the elevation of the labor of the country, in
making happy conditions for the labor of the country, it is incon-
ceiltira_ble to my mind that gentlemen should cavil or sneer at our
policies.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey rose.

The CHAIRMAN. Willthe gentleman yield to the gentleman
from New Jersey?

- Mr.HEPBURN. . I will be excused from yielding to the gen~
tleman from New Jersey,
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. i , the Republican was
called into being in order to stand in front of an assanlt npon the
dignity of labor. The Democratic party at that time was insist-
ing that in a new State about to be created we should establish
or recognize the doctrine that capital might own labor; that one
man might own another man; that one man might sell another
man and his wife and child, and that one man could drive with
the lash of a master a man to unrequited labor. The Democratic

was insistent in establishing that doctrine over the State of

, and the Republican was called into being to resist

that assault on humanity. [Etpp use on the Republican side.]

It has been true, Mr. Chairman, to that first impulse. From that

time of organization up to the present moment it has been the

friend of labor. Every great measure that it has conceived or

has carried into complete execution has had for its purpose, first

and fundamental, the nplift of humanity, the betterment of man-

kind, the infusing of more of happiness intothe homes of America.
[Applause on the Republican side.]

I could go through the whole list of great achievements that
this party has conceived and executed, and every one of them can
be shown to have that direct purpose. I remember that a little
while ago we were told that there were 3,000,000 men out of
employment, men wandering throngh the streets and along the
Iﬂggways and byways, begging for places to work. I believe
those stories were true. Mr. Chairman, do you remember the
time when those stories were located? It was from 1893 to 1886,
at a time when the Democratic party were trying anew the estab-
lishment of their policies of antiprotection. I can readily see
how that might be.

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosveNOR] yesterday showed
us how it was that before the enactment of the law, before any
overt act had been accomplished by the Democratic party, the
mere existence of that party with the power to do evil, the very
fact that it appeared as a menance, was sufficient to destroy that
confidence inpgfmineﬂa that is absolutely essential to prosperity,
and especially to the complete employment of our people. We
saw the effect of it later on in this great multitude of idle men
that were then called tramps. Do you hear anything of that now?
There is labor in every of this country for every man who
wants a place towork, [Applause onthe Republican side} And
there is a compensating wage for every man who will perform a
day’s labor. And it is in this direction,"more than any other,
that the wisdom of the Republican party is manifest and the
beneficence of its policies is exhibited. i

Mr. Chairman, this matter of labor is of very great importance
to the people of the United States. There are twenty millions of
men, women, and youths who are breadwinners in the United
States. These men, women, and youths must have places in this
labor field of ours, It is absolutely necessary if our institutions
are to endure, if this Government of oursisto be tuated, if
oursocial order is to be maintained. There must be made from
year to year places in this labor field where every man who wants
a place to work can find it, and a compensating wage. These
men are the repositories of political power. They haveit. It is
theirs. Those who distributed political power within the United
States did it with absolute impartiality and equality, One man
has the same measure of political power that any other has.
Some may have more of influence, some may have more of stand-
ing than others, but when it comes to the exercise of political
power by the voter each one is given the same modicum; no less,
no more. Sothat all political power—the power that makes con-
stitutions and unmakes them, that writes laws and repeals them,
that gives elements of value to pro and takes them away—
isin Ee hands of the laboring pecséhl of the United States.

Mr. Chairman, have you ever thought how many of the ele-
ments of value, of property, are the gift of legislation, coming
directly from legislation? Why, the mere element of value, of
ownership beyond immediate personal ion, is the gift of
the law. The savage owns that which he seizes and holds. He
lays down the object of his fancy and another seizes it and it is
his. It islaw, it issociety, that lengthens the tenure of possession

d the mere grasp of him who claims to own.
. VANDIVER, Will my frimd from Towa permit & ques-
tion?

Mr, HEPBURN. No; your friend from Iowa will not, I thank
you. ; 2

The.CHATRMAN, The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. HEPBURN. I donot want to be offensive; I only want
to be emphatic. So it is with many other elements of value. The
value that comes to proper%rom just and equitable taxation is
of immense importance. ere the right to tax attaches if is
without limitation, and it depends upon society entirely thatthere
is a freedom from confiscation or approximate confiscation. So
it is with the right to bequeath, which is a gift of society. So-
ciety can take it away.

Now, I do not believe that there will ever, under any circum-
stances, at any time, be violencein revolution in thiscountry. Ido
not believe that. There will be no guillotines, such as Paris saw.
There will be no streets running with blood, snch as were familiar
scenes in 1783—nothing of that kind. 'When a revolution comes
here becaunse of discontent with our economie situation, it will be
the quiet revolution of the ballot, and the assanlt will be directed
against pl;nﬁerty and against these elements of the value of pro
erty that all recognize to be within the power of the ballot. V&:
put an inheritance tax on our war-revenue bill a few years ago
amounting to 1%1)&: cent in some cases. 'We could have made it
100 per cent. e could have made it an escheat if we had seen
fit. Ah, but some might say the Constitution would intervene.
‘Who make constitutions in the United States? The men who
cast the ballots.

Iam not an alarmist. I am not a pessimist. I look to the
bright side of life always. It isthe hopeful featuresof the future
that attract me, and yet I can not but believe that if I could not
make a living in response to my endeavors as an honest laboring
man—if I could not make that living for myself and my family, un-
der laws and constitutions as they are, I wounld use the power that
I had to produce changes that would be more beneficial to me,
and I wounld look to the possibilities of simpler and easier methods
of the distribution of surplus wealth. And so I believe my intel-
ligent fellow-citizens will, if the time ever comes when, under
the policies of the Government, we look to the support of people
beyond the seas rather than to the interest and happiness of our
own people—when, under the policies of Government, we look to
the maintenance and enlargement of the labor fields of Enrope
rather than the labor fields of the United States.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, PAYNE, Iyield ten minutes more to the gentleman.

Mr. HEPBURN. When that time comes then we may
tronble; but under the policy of the United States, directed by the
Republican party, thislabor field is beingenlarged, this labor field
ismade ample, the wage is compensating, there is comfort in the
home, and there is no reason why so long as these policies obtain
you or I should take pessimistic views of the future.

So I think, Mr. Chairman, I am right in the conclusion that I
announced. Thatis not becanse we have now an abundant circu-
lation, it is not because the balance of trade is in our favor, it is
not because the people of other nations are sending their gold and
their portable wealth to us in compensation for that which they
buy from us, it is not for these reasons, but it is because the labor
field of the United States is enlarged, because employment is more
certain, because the wage is more surely compensating, because
the homes are homes of plenty, and because contentment with our
institutions finds lodgment in the hearts of all of our people that

1 support this protective policy of the Republican party. [Loud
applause on the blican side. ]

iz:elqlie CHATRMAN, The gentleman from New York is recog-
nized.

Mr, SULZER. Mr. Chairman, the Cuban reciprocity bill, now
under consideration in this House, is a step in the right direction,
and I shall vote for it for that reason.

Let me say at the ontset that I am in favor of reciprocity—not
halfway reciprocity, not pretended reciprocity, but true, real
reciprocity; Democratie reciprocity, that will accomplish some-
thing for the consumer; reciprocity that will mean something to
our manufacturers; reciprocity that will continue to develop and
build up our growing trade in a ter commercial way with all
our neighbors on the Western Hemisphere and give us a more
commanding trade position of a reciprocal character with Canada,
Mexico, the West Indies, and the tral and Sonth American
States. 'We need the raw material and we want the products of
these countries. They want onr manufactured goods. True and
honest reciprocity with them will benefit our manufacturers, help
our consumers, and be of inestimableadvantage to those conntries
and their industriousinhabitants. *Liveand letlive’’ should be
our national motto regarding trade and commerce,

Reciprocity along these linesis true tariff reform, a bright har-
binger of better commercial days, a firm step forward in the right
direction, and the kmitting together in closer ties of political
friendship and more amicable trade relations of all the people in
North and South Amerieca.

Let me say now that this bill is not perfect. It does not go far
enough to meet my sanguine expectations. I indulged the hope
of better things from the Republicans in this House, and believed
that they wonld rise to the occasion, comply with the wishes of
the great majority of the American people, meet the Cubans half-
way, and deal fairly and honestly and justly with Cuba, so that
true reciprocal trade relations would for all time be firmly estab-
lished between the two blics.

It is a matter, in my opinion, to be regretted, Mr. Chairman,
that this bill can not now be amended and perfected by the
real friends of reciprocity in this House who want to help Cuba
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onward and upward, and at the same time benefit our manufactur-
ers and consumers. But the political oligarchy that controls the
proceedings in the House of Representatives has decreed other-
wise, and we are compelled to take this bill with all its imperfec-
tions, with all its limitations, and with all its meager concessions,
just as it is.

At the very beginning of this discussion the Committee on
Rules, composed of three Republican Members of this House,
brought in a cast-iron gag rule, which the majority adopted
supinely and obsequiously, notwithstanding the earnest protest
of every Democrat here assembled. The adoption of this rule
makes it impossible for us to offer an amendment to this measure,
and at the end of a few days’ debate forces us to vote for or
against the bill just as it came from the Ways and Means Com-
mittee. We are prevented from perfecting the bill. We are
ghut off from oééring a single amendment. Any motion is

- quickly ruled “ out of order,” and we must take the bill or leave
it, just as a few Republicans on the coramittee which reported it
desire.

Such aproceeding is a travesty onintelligent legislation, violates
all parliamentary precedent, and makes a farce of the popular
branch of the lawmaking power

1 protest against this tyrannical rule. It makes the Members of
this House mere automatons, legislation here a langhingstock,
and representative government a stumbling-block. We have 388
Members in this House, and 385 of them by virtue of these gag
rules are simply figureheads. We sit here day in and day out
simply to vote now and then ** yea™ or “*nay.” Weare the play-
things of a legislative triumvirate. This Committee on Rules,
composed of the Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
DarzeLL], and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], prac-
tically runs the House. These three Members are omnipotent—
we propose and they dispose. That is abont all there is to-day to
the historic House of Representatives. We might as well stay
home and delegate to the Committee on Rules the little privilege
we have left, to cast our votes. The House of Representatives is
no longer a deliberative body. It is the creature of this legisla-
tive trinmvirate. We have no chance to construct legislation;
no opportunity to perféct contemplated laws. If we have abili
and desire to initiate and have considered legislation demand
by our constituents and the people generally, we can not do so.
A minority Member has to-dayno opportunity in this House, and

a majority Member very little. No other parliamentary body in
the world would tolerate the gag-act proceedings of the three Re-
publican Members of the anomalous Committee on Rules. Itis
a disgrace to our manhood, an insult to our intelligence, an as-
sault od our legislative rights, a blow to parliamentary govern-
ment, and a perversion of the Constitution. How much longer
ghall we submit to it? How much longer shall this trinmvirate
continue? Forone,lam tired of it. I cryout against it, and say
it must be stopped. It can be stopped if we assert our rights and
have the courage to maintain them.

Now, sir, I say this and I mean it—I shall continue to say it
just so long as the Republican gag rule is enforced. I wanted to
offer several amendments to this bill. In the first place, I wished
to amend the bill by reducing the tariff taxone-half on all goods,
wares, and merchandise going into Cuba from this country or
coming into this country from Cuba. This bill proposes a reduc-
tion of 20 per cent of existing tariff taxes. I am in favor of a 50

r cent reduction. That would be little enongh, and it wounld

o some good and mean real reciprocity. Hereis an opportunity
to secure genuine reciprocity. I want to offer this amendment
making the tariff-tax reduction 50 per cent instead of 20 per cent,
as pro in the bill, but the Republicans refuse to permit
me to doit. Why? DBecause they fear it might be agreed to, and
that, forsooth, wonld hurt some sheltered monopoly intrenched
behind their high protective-tariff walls. How much longer will
the American people be deceived by Republican hypocrisy regard-
ing the tariff-made trusts?

In the second place, I intended to propose an amendment to the
bill, striking out the differential and eliminating the color restric-
tion now in the present law on sugar nngorted into this country
from Cuba. If thiswere done, there would be no shelter to monop-
oly, competitionin the manufacture of sugar would be free and un-
trammeled, and the price of sugar to the consumer materially re-
duced. Sugaris one of the necessaries of life. Its price is one
of the great items of household expenses to every family in the
land. There is a tariff tax of about $7 a barrel on sugar under
the present law. This tax is a hunger tax. It is a Republican
tariff tax. The consumer paysit. It should berepealed. There
should be no tax on sngar. If this tax were taken off, the price
of sugar in this country fo the consnmer would be reduced about
one-half—quite an item of expense to every household. Here is
an opporfunity to give cheaper sugar to the consumers of our
country, but the Republicans oppose it and decline to permit ue
to offer the amendment for fear it will be adopted. You are

afraid to go on record on this question. 'What a spectacle! The
Democratic party is in favor of reducing taxes on the necessaries
of life. The Republican is opposed to all tariff-tax reduc-
tion, even where the tariff shelters monopoly. No tinkering with
the tariff is the mandate of the Republican party even where
trust-made goods are scld by fariff-protected industries cheaper
in foreign countries than at home, The tariff is a tax on con-
::rmlgtion, and the consumer pays the tax. This high protective

iff question, which robs the many for the benefit of the few,
is one of the leading issues between the Democratic and Repub-
lican parties, and will be submitted to the people in the next na-
tional campaign for their decision.

Another amendment, sir, I p to offer to this bill is to the
effect that all goods, wares, and merchandise going into Cuba
from the United States, or coming into this country from Cuba,
shall be carried in American or Cuban ships—bnilt in Cuba or the
United States, carrying the American or the Cuban flag, and
manned by Cuban or American sailors. If this amendment
were adopted it would do something to aid the restoration of
the American merchant marine. Republican policies have
driven American ships and the American flag from the high

seas,

Here is an opportunity, to some extent, to restore the flag to
the ocean, but the Republicans refuse to permit me to offer the
amendment. Why? Because the Republican Members would
not dare to go on record in this House against restoring the
American flag and American ships to the high seas. at a
spectacle of commercial selfishness, monopolistic greed, and po-
litical shortsightedness the Republican party in this House &)l‘e-
sents to-day! The Republican Members of the House do not dare
to go on record against these snggested amendments, They seek
refuge in the gag rule of the legislative frinmvirate, which pro-
tects them from going on record, and makes legislation in this
House a sham and a farce. The Republicans arein the majority
here. They are responsible to the people for this condition of
affairs. The minority Members are precluded from offering a
single amendment. 'We arecompelled to vote for or against this
bill just as it comes from the committee. It is an ontrage, and I
protest against it.

Notwithstanding the fact, Mr. Chairman, that T am prevented
from offering the amendments I have referred fo, it is my inten-
tion to vote for this bill on the theory that half a loaf is better
than no bread, and that a step in the right direction is better than
standing still. I believe that reciprocal commerce between this
country and Cuba and Canada and our immediate neighbors in
Central and South America should be as free and untrammeled
as possible, consistent with the needs of revenue for economical

vernmental administration, and with a view of not disturbing

onest industry or legitimate effort among our own producers
and manufacturers. I trust the day is not far distant when
we shall have reciprocity with the Dominion of Canada, with
Mexico, with the West Indies, and with all the Central and South
American Republics, 'We should make it to the interest of these
countries to trade with us, and the self-interest established by
reciprocal trade will ever constitute the strongest tie of lasting
friendship, of permanent peace, and of material prosperity for all
concerned.

Last spring, Mr. Chairman, I visited Cuba, and was greatly
imp: by all T saw during my sojourn there. It is a genial
land of sunshine and shadow—a veritable wonderland—rich in
natural resonrces beyond the dreams of avarice. It is a great
field for the man who wants to get onand succeed. No one need
ever be hungr{ in Cuba. Her climate is ideal; her skies more
beautifnl than Italy's; her days an everlasting summer’s dream;
her air the most healthful" in the world; her ple generous,
courteous, and hospitable; her valleys the garden of the Lord;
her landscape so beautiful no painter can picture it and no poetad-
equately describe it. Cuba is the land of perpetual flowers, of
stately royal palms, the Bohemia of the dreamer, generousin trop-
ical fruoits, the home for the painter and the poet, the ise of
all the islands of the sea—one long, harmonious, brilliant, inde-
scribable mental melody. If will soon become the greatest win-
ter resort in the world. As Mr. James Gordon Bennett said to
me in Habana, in beauty, climate, and scenery, Cuba far sur-
passes the Riviera or any other parfof the Mediterranean. Iwas
impressed most favorably by everything I saw in Cuba. The
climate so dreamy and so salubrious; the indescribable beauty of
thie magnificent scenery—odoriferous forever and a day with en-
chanting and entrancing perfumes; her vast undeveloped re-
sources; the richness of the soil; her quaint towns and cities and
villages resplendent in subduned colors of pale pink and lemon
yellow and baby blue—remindful of the Orient—and full in every
place with historical reminiscences bringing to memory myriads
of patriotic thonghts and to recollection hundredsof heroic deeds
from the days of Columbus to the present time. And then the
quiet—the peaceableness of her people, o law-abiding and so
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different from the helter-skelter turmoil, the nervous hurry, and
the everlasting rush of the people of higher latitudes.

The Cubans have many problems to work out as the youngest
Republic in the world, but destiny is with them and they will
solve all difficulties of self-government successfully. I have no
fears for the Republic of Cuba. It has taken its place among the
nations of the earth, and success, happiness, contentment, and
prosperity will ever follow its bright new flag; and the island
country will as the yearscome and go become greater and grander
and more glorious—a gladsome demonstration that the Cubans
are capable of self-government and have the ability to work out
unaided and alone their own future.

Tomas Estrada Palma is making a splendid President of Cuba.
He is the right man in the right place. His administration is
giving general satisfaction among all the people throughout the
island, and under his sagacious and patriotic guidance the Cuban
Republic is moving along successfully and harmoniously. Great
credit is due President Palma. He is Cuba’s first, and will go
into history as one of her greatest, Executives. He has the abso-
Iute confidence of everyone, and is doing an enormous work with
a quiet heroism that commands respect and speaks more eloquently
than words for Cuba’s radiant future.

The Cubans welcome capital from the States to invest there and
encourage in every way in their power northern progress and
energy and enterprise. They know it is to their advantage.
They realize its benefits. They see what Mr, Van Horne has ac-
complished in two years for their country. He has opened up
Cuba’s possibilities with a wand of magic, built and equ,ip&)ed a
modern railroad from the west to the east, made Habana and San-
tiago walk hand in hand—sister provinces—added millions and
millions of untold wealth to her values, made possible thousands
and thousands of new homes and new towns, annihilated distance
and made the Cubans, from one end of the island to the other,
united and one. He has done and is doing a wonderful work for
Cuba. No one who has not been there can fully conceive it. But
the far-seeing Cubans fully appreciate it. Mr. Van Horne is to-
day Cuba's pioneer of progress, the advance agent of her coming
higher civilization, the helper of humanity, the gunide of the com-
ing generations, who blazes the trail throngh the primeval forests
that happiness may follow his handiwork.

Mr. Chairman, let me reiterate what I have frequently said be-
fore on this floor, that I am now, always have been, and always
will be the friend of Cuba. The Recorp will show that ever
gince I have been a Member of this House I have done all in my
power for the Cuban people. I am glad the Cuban Republic has
taken her place among the nations of the earth. May success,
happiness, prosperity, and domestic tranquillity abide with her
forever.

The time is at hand, nevertheless, when we must live up to our
sacred obligations to Cuba. We granted her the freedom and
the independence promised. We have launched this young Re-
pnblic upon the ocean of nations, and said to all the world, Cuba
is free and independent. 'We must say to every nation she is our
creation—a daughter of the great Republic—and any interference
with her will be an act unfriendly to the United States.

But that is not all. 'We must grant her immediate trade relief.
In a commercial way she is at our mercy. This is not her fault—
it is our fault. Congress has made it practically impossible for
Cuba to market her productsin other countries; they must be sold
here,and they cannot be sold in this country at present except at a
loss, unless our tariff law is repealed or modified. This must be
done at once—it should have been done months ago. The situa-
tion is serious and admits no further delay. The people want
Congress to act, and our honor demands the immediate enact-
ment of a liberal reciprocity law. We must keep our word—our
faith is pledged. ) »

The Republican party is responsible for this deplorable com-
mercial condition, The Republican party, wedded to its high
protective-tariff policy, would rather see the commercial destruc-
tion of Cuba than consent to reduce its present system of out-
rageous high-tariff taxes.

When the Congress adopted the so-called Platt amendment,
which I am glad I voted against, and which, in my judgment, neyer
should have been adopted, it took an unfair advantage of Cuba;
but when the amendment finally became a law the Cubans ac-
cepted it in good faith, and at our request wrote it into their con-
stitution. By virtue of that amendment Cuba is commercially at
our mercy to-day and unable to make treaties of a commercial
character with other nations. Under the circumstances it seems
to me that it is now incumbent on this Government to grant trade
relief to Cuba, so that her products can be admitted into this
country and sold withont a loss. .

So, sir, I shall vote for this bill because I am in favor of doing
something now for Cuba. Iwant to see Cubap rous. Iwill
vote for any measure to reduce the present tariff duties between
this country and Cuba. In my judgment we should have free

trade with Cuba. It would be beneficial to us and advantageous

to the Cubans. It would hel thceaﬁeopla of both countries, com-
mercially, financially, and politically. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side. ]

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
BENNY] is recognized for ten minutes.

Mr. BENNY. Mr. Chairman, in the course of his hour's talk
yesterday the gentleman from Ohio—he who a day or two ago an-
nounced, in effect, his determination to defend the Administra-
tion against every attack made upon this floor, and who thus vol-
untarily assumed a burden which may prove too much for even
his willing shounlders, unless this Administration speedily discon-
tinues its ceaseless hunt for trouble—read what we were led to be-
lieve was a complete newspaper news item. I happened at the
moment to have a copy of the same item in my pocket. Itis
taken from the New York American of November 16, 1903, and is
as follows:

BERLIN, November 15.
The Frankfurter Zeitung's Constantinople correspondent says the Penn-
sylvania Steel Company has been awarded the contract for 20,00 tons of
steel rails for the Mecca Railway, in competition with the Krupps and sevy-
eral other German and Belgian ‘establishments.

Right here the gentleman from Ohio stopped, indicatinﬁ that
that was the end of the item. He neglected—p y, of
course—to read the remainder of it, consisting of only ¥our lines,
in these words:

The price is $22.88 per ton delivered at Beirut.

. The price of steel rails in the United States is $28 per tom, which is the
highest average price in ten years.

Why did he leave out these last four lines? Simply because he
thonght it better to withhold from the public gaze thisadditional
evidence that the tariff-fattened steel trust can and does afford to
manufacture its product in this country, ship it thousands of
miles away, pay the freight upon the shipment, and then sell it in
that far-off land at more than $5 per ton below the price it exacts
from its next-door neighbor in the United States. And when I
asked him if the article from which he read also contained these
omitted words, he stood with the article still in his hands. He
knew well that the omitted words were there. He was caught,
and knew he was, and knew that we knew it, but even then he
declined to answer the question in the one word that would have
answered it completely and truthfully: * Yes.” But, looking
round for a way in which he conld jokingly turn the brunt of the
situation aside, and failing to find it, he laboriously answered,
‘* That is right, Isuppose.”” 'Whata monumental conclusion, and
}vhattt_r;mendous reasoning power he must have exerted in arriv-
ing-at it!

And while still in the fervor naturally following thig mental
effort the gentleman asked me this question:

Now, if the gentleman gets the floor at some point of time, not necessarily
in this debate, but at ang time during this Congress, will he tell me in an
official manner how much harm has n done to the people of the United
States by breaking into that monopoly of theKmp&suon the otherside of the
R}:”ter and selling steel rails even at a price lower n they can be afforded

The gentleman assumes that what he calls the Krupp monopoly
was broken into by the steel monopoly of the United States sell-
ing these steel rails at a price so low that no profit was made
therefrom,

What a farce! The American trust sold these rails at §22.88
per ton delivered at Beirut. Deducting $5 estimated freight rate
per ton and the price to the trust is then $17.88 per ton. Is that
** less than thely can be afforded for?”’ Has not Mr. Charles M,
Schwab himself, the president of the steel trust, put the cost of
production of steel rails at less than $12 per ton in the United
States and about §19 per ton in England?

In the United States Steel Corporation’s financial statement of
1903, as contained in Moody’s Manual of Corporation Securities
for 1903, at page 1706, we find that this one corporation for the
year 1902 produced 1,920,786 tons of steel rails; that its total pro-
duction of all articles was 8,187,232 tons in the same year, while
its net earnings during that year were $133,308,763.72.

Does the gentleman from Ohio believe this Pennsylvania steel
company is selling 20,000 tons of steel rails at a loss? Was it by
selling their more than 8,000,000 tons total ontput at a logs that
the United States Steel Corporation made net earnings last year
of above §133,000,000—more than $16 per ton?

Is it not fair to assume that Mr. Schwab’s figures are correct?
If so, then this sals of steel rails to be delivered at Beirut carries
aprofit of about $11 per ton, less the freight charges to that Syrian
port. If we estimate that freight charge, as before, at 5 per ton,
there still remains a net profit of $6 per ton, which, based upon
the ontput of steel rails by the United States Steel Corporation
for last year, would yield that company an annual profit on steel
rails alone of §11,524,716.

I stated yesterday that the harm done to the American pur-
chaser of these steel rails is the difference between §22.88 and §28
per ton. That is too low. Since the trust here sold those rails at
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$22.88 per ton delivered at Beirut we shonld deduct from that
the 85 per ton estimated freight charge to be Iﬁa.id by the trust,
which leaves $17.88 per ton as the net price to the trust. Ameri-
can consumers are paying for the same material $28 per ton, a
difference of $10.12 a ton in favor of the purchaser in foreign
Jands. At thatrate, and estimating the consumption of steel rail
in the United States this year at the total output of these rails for
1902 in this country, viz, 2,872,909 tons, the ‘* harm ** this year to
American consumers of that particular product will amount to
$20,078,889.08. The *“harm’ to American consumers of other
products, handled in the same way by other trusts, is beyond
computation. Does the gentleman from Ohio mean that break-
ing into the Krupp monopoly on the other side of the water by
the American trust has benefited the people there? If so, will he
not admit that by removing the duty upon steel rails of $7.84 per
ton and assisting in the ‘‘ breaking into’’ the steel trust here our
own people would be benefited?

Are we to infer from the gentleman’s remarks that extortion
in this country is not wrong if practiced on the railroads that
purchase steel rails? The Democratic position is that, without
regard to whom it is practiced on, extortion is always wrong,
and when permitted and encouraged by our laws is a political
crime. The Republican party fosters these combinations and
enables them to force from our people an exorbitant price for
their articles of daily need, a price much in excess of that at
which these same articles are sold by these same combinations in
the various foreign markets cf the world.

This does not refer to steel rails alone, but to many articles and
at varying percentages of difference in their home and export
prices, some of which are contained in the following table:

Ezxport and home prices.
Per cent
Article and deseription. Export price. | Home price. |of differ-
ence.
Acetylene-gas erator, Colt, 10
]Jg?t ......... g-em ............. =5 $40.00 $55.00 1]
Ammunition eaps
round L 1,000... 1.08 1.49 43
Central fire, .82 1ong, Colt ..do 0.48 0.00 40
Rim fire, .22 lar_lg ........... do 2.16 8.00 N
Primed shells, .22 short..... do .72 1.53 112
e grease, snow flake (gallon
pmeees 3 D RS

rax, city refined........... und.. : 3
Carbide, THmp - oemre oo P ton 55.00 70,00 o
Chucks: E

Skinner's standard drill, No,100. 8.00 4.90 68
Bkinner's independent iathe, F,

1HNCh e aevsnrsn s each.. 15.88 24.00 51
Union Manufacturing Co., inde-

pendent, No.18, 10-inch. _each. . 10.20 16.80 63
Union Manufacturing Co., face-

Gtk plawdjg;s.ﬂ'o.m S-Eg‘;:t];A sot .. 2.52 89.00 (3]
‘ea an ce mills, rise,

m%h ......... ot 'mi@“:i Gﬂandzpé'cg:é 25 to 80 q]c& 20
Frui sses, Enterprise, No.46 ... :
Brien B CITIE " e e

an , 13-inch ... = 23
Del'{ly ! e I-L:lch ................. 168 2.2 i)
Yankee ro?jer, 1}-inch, XC breast i
A M 100 137 87
Tead plp- oo ol 100 pounds..| £.00 to 2.50 8.974| b8to98
Meat choppers:
Enternrise, No. 10 o o a0 14 | @
4 AR 1.5 2,08 8
25 812 ]
1.80 2.06 13
1.30 2.05 59
""""" 285.00 | T @m0 I8
12.35 25.65 108
874 45 20
243 .22 a0
Sk .16 a
Landbp.ct. | 25to W p.ct. 30
118 1.50 o
128 1.60 25
- 18 175 -]
Badirons, BB, in ; d 2 lfoﬁgs 34 ibsf g
cases........ pound..
Ba ‘ers, Enterprise ......... 0and 2p.ct. | HtoBand T 20
Baws, & Bons: p :
21 B4 62
1% 154 2
8.50 10.22 20
14.82 18.04 2
11.97 14.57 2
10.83 12.80 13
Dognmtic,No.l_-.-.---.--..each.. 13.% 20.00 50
Domeat!c.No.l ord. ... do.... 17.48 .00 43

XXXVII—24

Export and home prices—Continued
- y Per cent
Article and deseription. Export price. | Home price. |of differ-
ance.
Shovels:
Baxter,sock.strap......_. dozen..| $5.88t06.52 | §7.50t08.40 2
Rowland, plain back. --do....] 6.12t05.83 6.75to 7.00 29
Thomas,¢.8.b.8t's ... do....] 4£19t04.95 B5.40 to 6.0 2
Tin plates, mer_.... 100 pounds. . 3.19 4.19 g
Typewriters, Remington and oth-
e e e each..| 55.00 to 65.00 100.C0 ! bB4toB2
Wire, barb: ]
alvanized.......... 100 pounds. . 2.9 2.90 20
Painted or varnished....... do.... 1.85 2.60 40
Wire, plain, fencing, varnished do. - 1.5 2.00 48
Wire, plain gal -
Ga 4to9.... do 154 2.70 L]
i 162 a9 83
1.76 3.10 (]
1.81 8.87 8
2.08 3.78 81
2.46 4.05 (5]
2.63 4.32 64
25p.ct. 03 for
expor
Steel armor, for cables...pound. .| 8.75 4.15 n
Wire rope:
1 inch circumference....100 feet.. 2 2.60 281
Galvanized, 2} inches circumfer-
B e a 100 feet.. 3.12 9.70 211

a Cheaper in Russia than in United States.

The gentleman from Ohio asks, “ Who cares what they get,
then, for steel rails (in foreign markets).”” Nobody here need
care very much about how much or how little any trust gets in
foreign markets for anything it produces here, except for the
pleasure Americans feel in the success of Americans abroad; but
when we see these trusts selling at a profit in foreign lands the
things produced by them in the United States at very much lower
prices than they sell these same articles here for it istime we stop
and ask, “ Why and how is this done?’”’ And when we find that
the Republican party has so manipulated our laws as to permit
the people of this land to be robbed by this system of extortion
it is our duty to call attention to it, and to do what we can to
stop it.

The gentleman observes—

This is the first time I have ever heard a Democrat solicitons about rail-
roads in the purchase of steel rails.

Let him notf be alarmed. We do not propose to encroach upon
the hunting preserves of his party. Our position is that a rail-
road company is just like any other corporation. It shounld be
treated fairly and compelled in turn to treat the people fairly. In
opposition to the position assnmed by him for his party, we do
not believe that a railroad company in the United States, or any
other company or person, should be robbed, with the assistance
of our laws or by the laxity, or worse, of officials chosen to execute
those laws, even by a stronger robber. We consider that the
railroad companies should be prevented from assisting any con-
cern—the Standard Oil Company, for instance—in injuring or
even putting a rival out of business by giving such concern a
preferential freight rate, and I for one believe in removing from
the power of the railroad companies and other corporations the
courts of ounr States and of the United States, so that no sugges-
tion by the men who control these companies to the appointing
power in State or nation can result in the attorney of the com-
pany being elevated to the bench, and I believe, further, that the
railroad companies of the land ought not to be permitted to take
the part in politics that some of them do., When our friend on
the other side and the politicians of his party join us in that there
will be no further necessity for Republican protection to the fugi-
tive ex-governor against the efforts of the State of Kentucky to
compel his return to his own State to stand trial for the crime of
murder by assassination.

The real important point in the news item which the gentleman
read in garbled form is the evidence again presented tothe people
that Republican favoritism to certain infant industries, that have
grown so big and strong on the tariff milk of Republican kind-
ness that they now make a pastime of chastising their parent and
our whole citizenship, has resulted in decreasing the price of their
production fo the foreigner, while relatively, and in many in-
stances specifically, increasing the price to the home consumer,

But the gentleman from Ohio retorts:

I will say to the gentleman that to-day there stands upon the books of the
various steel-rail manufacturers of this country (and I E:ve the evidence of

it here in my hand) orders for more steel rails than ever were put upon the
books of the manufacturers of rails in this country during all the adminis-
trations of the Democratic party in the United States put ther.

_ And in the face of this statement of his as to this tremendous
increase of business on hand, the Ohio patriarch has the andacity
to suggest that the steel trust still hunts for unprofitable contracts
for the delivery of steel rails on the other side of the world for
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more than $6 per ton below the price for which they sell at New

York. -
Most wonderful suggestion of the country’s prosperi the
fleman! Follow it out logically a Iittl:gnher. ’abgreen

elds in these United States were favored last year by the sunand
therain of heaven, so that with an increased acreage planted more
food stuffs were raised than in any year of any Democratic Ad-
ministration. Then all credit to the Republican partyl More
deaths in the United States last year than in any other yea:
country’s existence. Down with Democracy! And in this fair
land last year there were more men and maidens joined in wed-
lock, and more babies born into the world to make it better,
brighter, and happier, than in any year under Democratic rule.
Should not the credit for that be given to the Republican party,
and to the great man of race-suicide fame now at the head of it?

Oh, ye men of the majority who have aggropriated to yourselves
all credit for every good thing which has happened in our country,
forget your self-conceit long enough to give some credit where
that credit is due, and to take home to yourselves once again the
beautiful words of the old Doxology—

Praise God from whom all blessings flow,
Praise Him all creatures here below,
Praise Him ye heavenly host,
Praise Father, Son, and Holy Ghost.

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, like the distingnished gentle-
man from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] who has just addressed the com-
mittee, I, too, am a protectionist, and in my advocacy of the pend-
ing measure I abatenot one jot or tittle from my devotion to that
cardinal doctrine in the Republican creed, for I regard the pro-
tective tariff principle as fundamental in the Republican party—

tection to American labor wheresoever employed, and to Ameri-
ican capital wheresoever invested. I am glad that the eloquent
gentleman from Iowa spoke of the relations of the Republican
to labor in the days gone by. In truth, Mr. Chairman, it
can said that the Republican party in its hi has gone
through three periods with reference to labor. The first was the
enfranchisement of labor on our own soil and under our own
flag. The second was the protection of that labor thus enfran-
chised from the nnderpaid and underfed labor of other countries
in the world, and the third bringing about such conditions that
that enfranchised and protected labor can go forth and eapture
the unlimited markets of the world.

WHAT I8 PROTECTION?

Mr. Chairman, it is well for us on this side of the House, at the
very outset, to determine what is the proper definition of protec-
tion. It is a well-known principle of fogw that there can be no
discussion between two persons on opposite sides of a controversy
unless they stand upon some common ground, unless they come
to some agreement as to the meaning of terms. 'What, therefore,
isaprotective tariff? For definitionsare always fundamental. As
I conceive it, the protective tariff of Lincoln and of Blaine and of
McKinley means that we shall place a tariff on all those products
of other countries coming into our country the like of which we
either do or can produce in sufficient quantities to supply the
home demand. :

But, says one of my Ii’.;nl"slnds from Fchiga'ﬁ; can vlre trlllothmth

encouragement uce enough sugar to supply the home
m&? We most surely can, Mr. Chairman, a.n(f that would
bring sugar within the definition that I have above given. What
ification, then, is there for any Republican believing in the fun-
ental principle of protection, as T have defined it, voting for this
reduction of 20 per cent? Only this: That the sugar schedule is
80 high that this 20 per cent reduction on Cuban sugar alone will
not injuriously affect that great industry in this country. That,
and that alone, is my ti'ltix:ﬁﬁcsﬁon for supporting this measure,
for if I believed that 20 per cent reduction on Cuban sugar
would for one moment injuriously affect any industry in 1
Republic it should haye neither my voice nor my vote. I believe
in the fundamental pri cgﬂle of protection to American industries,
asmfamedbythalgg‘l ican party for forty years.

THIS LEGISLATION WILL NOT INJURE AMERICAN PRODUCER.

Now, Mr. Chairman, what reason have I for believing that this
20 per cent reduction on Cuban sugar will not injuriously affect
the production of sugar in the United States? First, because the
introduction of that sugar at that rate will not lower the price of
that commodity in the United States, and if it does not lower the

ice in the United States it can not affect those who raise sugar,

the hearings before the Committee on Ways and | tire

examining
Means in the last Congress with referencs to this subject, much
valuable information can be obtained, and I find among other
things the testimony of Mr. Oxnard before that committee to be
very.appropriate. I read from that testimony:

2 ELLAN. If the on raw sugar Is reduced between Cuba and
thautlin]i{tgglémm what wﬂ?gtha effect upon the price of refined sugar?

Mr. Ox¥ARD. Will you state what reduction? g

Mr. McCLELLAN. We will state free ra 1
Hrao:l:rm.'lt will be ?meglt?lzle. i

. . *
sﬁlI{lr' McCLELLAN. Then a reduction of less than that would affect the price
Mr. Ox¥ARD. Ienid I did not think it would affectit har -
C 4 no ect it hardly any to the con.

e Mot e roduction of 50 uld that
- : !‘h“e&g-z'ﬂiﬁcﬂ WaS a of per cent, wo tha
Mr. OXNARD. Not to the consumer, in my on.

Mr. MeTcALF. We allowed Hawailan

ot?
= Mr. OXNARD. Yes, sir.

Mr, METCALF, Def‘ti that result in a reduction of the price to the consumer?

Mr. OxNARD, No.

Mr. METOALF. Who received the benefit?

o e el o o S D i

s
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Of course, if the consumer in this country got the benefit of
this reduction it could not possibly result in any benefit to the
Cuban planter; but it can not possibly lower the price to the con-
sumer, and can not, therefore, affect the ncer.

Doctor Wiley gave his testimony in the hearings before the
‘Ways and Means Committee. He says:

I myself have long been a believe lower and rem prices
.‘.or:; .nndvlgava statadt‘hat the n%tdm%dﬁgdmﬁnmm Rico,
the Philippines, and Cuba in 1809-1900 could be int uced duty free without

r to our own ind . * ® * Agaprophet, I have looked forward to

the f 5 uld not be quite 3 cents a
in this country, and when, with fair ta to makers,
tory, it would go on the consumer's table at less than 4 cents a pound.

In that same hearing Doctor Wiley refers approvingly to his
testimony before the Industrial Commission, in which he said:
im?[r. CoxgEr. How about the Philippine Islands as a place for the sugar

o ey oy lemsbret St

T. 1
need have no fear of {.g:reﬂect. of ttixeir be: inclul(?ed? s

Doctor WiLEY. Absolutely none, When war commenced and
P e
my’ were to adm.i{ abaol'?tg?;'fmo from duty every pound o sfiga-r m‘l;:
in Porto Rico and Cuba and the Philip; it would not affect the progress
of our sugar-beet industry in this country.

‘We will consume in the United States this year apFroxJ‘mately
2,500,000 tons of gugar, not more than 950,000 tons of which will
come to us from Cuba. The priceof thisstaple commodityis fixed
at Hamburg, because Germany is its greatest ucer and ex-
porter. Every student of economics unders , therefore, that
a 20 per cent reduction on the amount we import from Cuba can
not possibly affect the price in this land; and if it does not lower
the price it can not affect the producer.

And so we are warranted in believing that this introduction of
Cuban sugar at a reduction of 20 per cent wounld not injuriously
affect the sugar-producing industry in this blic, because it
would not lower the price of sugar in this Republic.

But what else? I believe that Cubansugar can notsuccessfull
compete with beet sugar in either Chicago or Kansas City, whic
are the principal markets for beet sugar in this country; and if I
had time I would read from the hearings of the Ways and Means
Committee evidence which seems fo me absolutely conclusive on
this fandamental proposition.,

The cost of 100 pounds of Cuban sugar f. 0. b, at Habana is
$2. The freight to New York is 9 cents per 100 pounds. The
duty, after a 20 per cent reduction—the duty being 1.685 now—
would be 1.8348. The cost of refining is known by all to be 0.625
for every hundred pounds, without any profit to the refiner. The
freight to Chicago is 20 cents a hundred. So that to land 100
pounds of Cuban sugar already refined in the market in Chicago
would cost exactly $4.35 a hundred, and to land it in Kansas City,
the freight from New York to Kansas City being 86} cents, would
cost $4.42 ahundred. Now,I might go onand read the testimony
of various gentlemen who are interested in the production of beet
sugar in the United States to show that under no ci ces
can it cost that much to place American beet sugar in competi-
tion with this Cuban egugar in the market of Chicago or in the
market at Kansas City; but the evidence of a few on this point
will suffice. I may say, before quoting, that I have not been able
to obtain later reliable data upon this q}uestaon but I assume that
the conditions are at least as favorable for the American producer
now as when these statements were made a E&:r ago. _

N. H. Stewart, president of the Kalamazoo Beet Sugar Company,
when before the committee, made the following statements:

Coming to the cost of manufacturing sugar in Michéixm, it costs $5.90 for1
ton of beets; §1.08, cost of supplies per tgon ot]mata;l;l. cost of labor for en-
, cost of repairs and depreciation per ton of

sugar to come in free in 1878, did we

year per of beets; §1.
beets; 91 cents, cost of interest, insurance, and taxes per ton beets; 6.3
cents, cost of r per ton of beets. This makes a total cost per ton

salling suga:
of beets of §9.833; total cost per 100 pounds of refined sugar, §4.682.

The above estimate includes 5 per cent interest on the total eapital in-
vested and 7 per cent annual depreciation on the value of the t. Leav-
ing out these two items, the cost of manufacturing each 100 pounds of refined
sugar is reduced $0.671, or to §4.011.

To this sum should be added 13 cents a hundred pounds, the
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freight charge from Kalamazoo to Chicago, so that it would cost
the Michigan producer of beet sugar $4.141 to land 100 pounds of
his product in the Chicago market, while it would cost $4.35 for
the Cuban planter to do the same thing.

W. L. Churchill, president of the Bay City Beet Sugar Com-
pany, stated:

succeeding year, which would be 1000-1901, we had learned a little more
about our business. T‘heﬂrstyenrwawareint.hehn&mgarﬁmc]am. We
t out of that into the A B O class. Then we produced sugar for §3.96 per
undred pounds. I want you to bear in mind all the time that the farmer
comes in and is a great factor in this matter. We paid the farmer §2.51 for
the sugar contained in the beet as he delivered if to our bins.
The CHAIRMAN. ] am a little anxious to know how you came out the next

)
eRY,
s’qu CHURCHILL. I am frank to say, gentlemen, that I have not a full, de-
tailed statement that I can make to you in regard to this year; but I can assure
you that we will make sugar this year at a cost of not to exceed $3.60 or §3.75
per hundred pounds.
The CHAIRMAN. You think it will be between those figures?
Mr. CHURCHILL. Yes.

Assuming that the freight rate is 18 cents a hundred, it would
cost that company not to exceed $4.05 to lay down 100 pounds of
its product in the Chicago market, as against §4.35 for the Cuban
E]mter, a difference in favor of the home product of 30 cents a

undred, a difference great enough to lift the Michigan grower
above the E)asibﬂity of harm from his dusky competitor.

' Francis K. Carey, é}residemt of the National S Manufac-
turing Company, of Sugar City, Colo., gives the freight rate from
Sugar City to Kansas City and common
and the cost of producing beet sugar in
ow for depreciation, what you

Tognian is that during the first
expenses, and whether you do or

My

from 9 cents, according to what you
bauarmants,_anﬁ what you call ting
do not allow interest on the cost of the investment. I think that for the first
. two campaigns we will manufacture between nine and ten million pounds of
gugar, at an average cost of about b} cents a pound.

en we get through our third campaign, I think the total manu-
factured for thethree years will not have cost us over 4 cents. making
this last calenlation I am estimating on the future; but I am anxious to make
it ﬁ‘lai.u that I believe the cost of sugar in Colorado under normal conditions,
which we will sooner or later have surrounding our fac , ought not to be
ovar3eentaslpaund,nndIam not afraid tosay that I some day manu-
facture it for less than that sum. If Ihad not hit 0, I would not have
invested my own monefor the c::}m:f my friends in the industry in Colo-
rado. Inother words, I think Col is natural place to produce sugar
for consumption in America. It is not a case of “ protecting bananas grown
under glass.” If Iam mistaken in my belief that sugar can wn in Colo-
rado for 8 cents or less, I am free to admit

ints as 25 cents per 100,
orado as follows:

our sugar cost us all the wa;

that I have no stan before this
committee and have no right to ask for the protection of my industry.

COBT OF MAKING BEET SUGAR IN UTAH.
Thomas R. Cutler, president of the Utah Sugar Company, shows
that the beet-sugar industry of Utah has nothing to fear from

Cuban competition. He gives theaverage cost to hiscompany of
refined beet sugar for five years as follows: 1897, $4.51 12;.1- hun-
(:]

dred; 1808, $4.46; 1899, $3.55; 1900, $3.55; 1901, $3.42. aver-
age cost of producing sugar for these five years was $3.86 per
hundred, and the average selling price has Eeen $5.76 net, or a

clear profit of $1.20 per hundred.

These figures show conelusively that there need be no fear on the

1t of the American sugar grower that his industry will be in-
jured by this legislation, but, rather, with the assurance given
him by the provisions of this act that no further reduction in the
tariff on sugar will be made for five years, he may feel encouraged
to prosecute his work with renewed vigor and renewed hope.

commend to students of this subject the careful study of the
hearings before the Ways and Means Committee on this proposi-
tion, and also the exhaustive and convincing h of Hon.
CuesTER I. LoNG—now a Senator from Kansas, then a member
of the Ways and Means Committee—when the same subject was
before the House in the last Congress.

And so my justification for voting for this measnre, Mr. Chair-
man, is the fact that it can not injuriously affect the production
of beet sugar in the United States. For, as my friend the honor-
able chairman of the committee [g. PayYNE] has remarked, and
as Mr. (now Senator) Long of remarked, and as Mr.
(now Senator) DoLLIVER of Iowa remarked, the sugar schedule
was placed comparatively high in the Dingley law in order to af-
ford trading stock in the future for reciprocity purposes; and so
I believe, and I believe most profoundly, that the importation of
this amount of sugar at a 20 per cent reduction can not in any
wise affect the production of sugar in the United States. If I
thought it wonld, it should not have my vote, because I stand by
the ancient faith of the Republican party, protection, as outlined
in all of the platforms of that great organization.

M
Fuarthermore, it may be said,inpa.ssirélg from this branch of the

gubject, that even after the proposed redunction of 20 per cent the
rate on sugar will still be about 65 per cent, which is higher than
the tariff rate on any other import save alone tobacco, the aver-

age rate on all importations being a little under 49 per cent, so | V904,

that there is no canse for undue alarm at the prospect of the pas-
gage of this bill.

‘WHAT IS RECIPROCITY?

Mr. Chairman, much has been said recently in regard to reci-
procity in competitive products. I do nof believe there is such a
thing as reciprocity in competitive products. In m azgﬂinion,
reciprocity in competitive products means free trade. re be
any reciprocity it must be, in effect, an exchange of unlike prod-
ucts under the most favorable conditions. Let us take, for in-
stance, a very homely illustration. Suppose my honorable friend
from Missouri . CLARK] manufactures pails and I am en-
gaged in manufacturing the same product. As between us there
can be no reciprocity, there must be nothing but keen competi-
tion. Baut if the gentleman is engaged in producing sugar and I
am engaged in manufacturing nails, there might be some reci-
procity between us; there might be some reciprocal agreement
made between us, But reci ity must be in unlike products.
I do not believe in the idea of reciprocityin competitive products,
because reciprocity in competitive products, in its last analysis
and carried to its logical conclusion, must mean free trade, noth-
ing more and nothing less.

y friend from Iowa has already called attention to the fact
that McKinley has been misquoted. Let us see what McKinley

said:
sensible trade mg:mmh. w in’
du?énn, we shall extend outlets fotzl'i?}hur‘;’l}lm'mns

‘Which will notinterrupt home production! That, tomy mind,
precludes utterly the idea of r?é]l)rocity in competitive products,
unless, as in this instance, the schedule is snfficiently high to en-
able us to make the reduction without seriously affecting the home
product, and unless the schedule is sufficiently high for that pur-
pose there can be no legitimate reciprocity.

‘What else did he say?

'We should take from our customers such of their products as we can use
without harm to our industries and labor. :

Can that mean competition? Canthat mean reciprocity in com-
petitive products? I can not believe it.

And so, speaking for myself, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of
the committee, I want it understood once for all that voting for
this reciprocity agreement does not bind me, nor shall I consider
it obligatory upon me in the future, to vote for any reciprocity
agreement in competitive products because of these words of the
great McKinley. I believe in reciprocity where we can have reci-
gzocityincoﬁeaormtea, or in those things the like of which we

not produce in this country, and can not with sufficient encour-
agement produce in this country; but if we can produce them in
this country we ought to. If we can raise them in this country we
ought to. e ought to do our own work. [Applause on the Re-
ublican side.! That is the fundamental principle of protection.
hen I am in favor of passing this bill because it in no wise inter-
feres with the protective tariff. I am in favor of passing it be-
cause it does not affect injuriously a solitary American industry.
I am in favor of it because it will enable us to secure a trade with
Cuba of from one hundred and fifty million to two hundred mil-
lion dollars per year. I am in favor of it becanse it will do full
i'lustim to a stmgghn% people. Iam in favor of it because I be-
ieve that our moral obligation—taking away the commercial and
the industrial idea connected with it and putting it upon high
ethical gronnds—I believe that our moral obligation is such that
we are in conscience and in duty bound to pass this bill.

NOT A ONE-SIDED MEASURE.

‘What has Cuba to offer in exchangj‘ur this proposed reduction?
As the chairman of the committee has so well said, ** This is not
a one-e’u'ded proposition, but, instead, a real reciprocal agree-
ment.’

I shall not go into detail in this regard, but content myself by
inserting a table showing the trade between this country and

Cuba before Mimty with that island was established by the

t our home pro
us,

McKinley bill, while it was in operation, and after its repeal by the

Democratic party.
Imports into the Uniled Stales from Cuba.
[Years ending June 30.]
Principal articles, 1890. 1893, 1896. 1901

706, 506 (810,017,730 | 43,493,088

637,631 | 24, 1 26,373,000

081,084 1(2% 474 g;?:m

L 940,058 | 10,613,468 | 9,834,849

766,502 | 2,078,275 | 2,801,049

830,523 | 1,178,904 | 911,561

67,042 40,965 81,003

279,153 | 184,281 19,765

071,503 848 810,528

641,943 | 521,310 578,414

25,99 7,628 19,163
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Ezports from the United States fo Cuba.

[Years ending June 50.]

Principal articles. 1890. 1803. 1806. 1901
Total (all articles) ........ 13,084,415 24,157,608 | §7,590,880 | $25, 064, 801
550,801 | 1,317,829 784,540 | 1,070,438
2,233,821 | 4,028,017 | 1,561,185 | 2,811,606
1,164,538 | 2,821,557 647,057 | 2,080,129
258,775 582,050 03, 201 817,827
1,520,617 | 8,512,207 774,792 | 8,180,232
822,855 978, 261 886, 702 624,970
53,008 128,008 81,440 455,553
595,711 514,808 348,745 509, 539
12,820 29,411 121,881 | 2,079,918
126,462 130,341 86,5826 | - 105,397
2,700,804 | 6,601,020 760,356 | 5,800,985
262,820 bB8T,616 46,874 633,511
722, 856 931,571 613,411 | 1,004,341
140,318 148,182 63, 834 386,087
Leather, and manufactures of 194,530 181,476 55,481 474,929
Paper, and man turesof ... 205,779 159, 8% 69,514 240, 004
‘Wood, and manufactures of ....| 1,208,476 | 1,881,085 ,896 | 1,599,355

A careful study of this table will show that reciprocity with
Cuba then caused our export trade to that island to almost double.
‘Why will it not do so now? That it cansed our imports from
tha.tP island to advance $25,000,000 then, Why will it not do so
now

Our total trade with her in 1890, both imports and exports,
amonnted to §66,886,008. Under the beneficent influence of Me-
Kinley reciprocity, such as is proposed in the pending measure, it
a?rang to $102,864,204, an increass of $35,078,198. When the
blighting hand of Democracy was laid upon the McKinley law
and our reciprocity agreement with Cuba destroyed, our trade
with her decreased from $102,864,204, in 1893, fo $47,548,610, in
18986, or a reduction of §55,805,594.

‘What reason have gentlemen for asserting that reciprocity
with Cuba will not work so well again? Why should we not by
this means secure control of the entire trade of that island? Why
should we not bind these people to us by commercial ties? By
the Platt amendment we assumed much of msibility for the
future conduct of that island, and we should honestly endeavor
to make our aims her aims, our hopes her hopes, and so weld the
twonations together that our duty shall be the more easily dis-
charged.

LET THE TARIFF ALOXNE.

But, say our Democratic friends, shall we never revise the tariff,
Mr. Chairman, that question is not legitimately before ns mow,
but, unfortunately, our Democratic friends have not been discuss-
ing the pending measure. The gentleman from New York [Mr.
Surzer], who has just taken his seat, complained because he had
listened to this discussion for four days and had heard nothing
about the bill before the House. That is true. But who com-
pelled this discussion? The Democrats, not the Republicans, com-
pelled it. We were willing three days ago to take a vote on this
proposition, but they wanted to debate and they wanted to discuss
and they wanted to harangue for the purpose of confusing, of be-
fogging, of throwing dust. They wanted to talk about free trade,
to talk about a revision of the tariff, and all that sort of thing.
Well, shall we revise the tariff now? Mr. Chairman, is there any
reason why it should be done at this particular time? No. We
are doing well, the best any nation ever did in all the historg of
the world. Let us keep on doing well under the same old idea.
[Applause on the Republican side.] We are to-day the most

rosperous people on the face of the earth, and I shall nof recite

acts and figures, because we know that in and of ourselves. Let
us keep on letting well enough alone.

Ah, but my friend from Mississippi [Mr. WiLLIAMS] said that
we worshi tariff schedules, that we had made the schedules
of the McKinley bill a fetich before which we bowed down and
worshiped, and that we did homage to all the various schedules.
Not at all. How can we improve the presentbill? Iadmifthatit
has many inconsistencies and many incongruities, and some of its
schedules might be changed. But how can we get a better bill?
Where is there a better bill? Why, in the mind of the gentleman
from Mississippi. But, unfortunately, the tariff bill which exists
in his mind has no force extraterritoriaily.

‘Why, the gentleman from New York has a tariff bill in hismind,
and the gentleman from Connecticut, from the same committee,
has a tariff bill in his, but the two gentlemen do not agree. Now,
the gentleman from Mississippi [ng. WirLiams] has a perfect
tariff bill in his mind, and the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr.
ROBERTSON], from the same committee, has a perfect tariff bill in
his mind, but neither one agrees with the other. There are 386
men in this House, each one of whom has a tariff bill in his own
mind, but when youpnt-a tariff billon and make it legisla-
tion, that is an entirely different proposition. Everybody knows

that knows anything about legislation that it is a system of give
and take, and that every tariff bill that has ever been enacted
into law during our history is nothing more than a series of com-
promises, and so, with 386 men, with their clashing interests and
confiicting claims, coming to malke a tariff bill, it would be just
as full of inconsistencies and incongxuities and iniquities as the
g{esent system, and in making a transfer from this bill to that

11 we must of necessity scatter something of terror and dismay,
we must of necessity injure some institutions, we must of neces-
sity close some factories, we must of necessity nnnerve some
arms, to some extent we must paralyze the confidence of caiiﬂtal,
and the Republican party does not intend to do that now., [Loud
applause on the Republican side. -

But why should we do it? v, our Democratic friends soon
after Mr. McKinley was elected President came to us with a sneer
and said, ‘* Where is this boasted prosperity of yours?’ Andif we
had only succeeded in giving a measure of prosperity they would
still be sneering at us; but by and by the sneer changed into
alarm, and to-day the Democratic party is terrified at the gigantic
proportions of this prosperity. hy, they saywe are getting too
rich, building up too much of wealth, making tremendons aggre-
gations of capital in the United States, and gizantic combinations
of wealth that far outshine the fabled wealth of Ormus and of
Ind. It is so big they are scared at it. Butmy friends were only
frightened by a shadow, and because it is big we must not be
scared. because it is only a shadow.

Now, they propose to revise the tariff because they say that it is
injurious and builds up these tremendous combinations of capital,
and because they are strong, and are great and are wealthy.
Well, if a revision of the tariff would affect those great interests,
powerful and wealthy and strong, and their strength and power
and wealth would be affected, what must of necessity be the ef-
fect of a change of the tariff upon the ten thousand smaller in-
terests that are not so strong and powerful and wealthy in this
nation of ours? It must of necessity crush them all, and thus
blot out the only competition these great interests have to meet
within the confines of our nation. Isnotthattrue? And sothere
is no reason why we should revise the tariff at this time. Let it
alone. We are doing well under it; we are the most marvelons
nation in the history of the world to-day. We arestanding upon
the magnificent summit-of prosperity. and the only thing on earth
that throws its shadow athwart the future of this mighty nation
of ours is the Democratic party. That is all. - [Laughter and
applause on the Republican side. ]

1 was much amused yesterday at the efforts of my glib-tongued
friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] to show that Mr, Foster had
made up his mind to issue bonds because of the financial condi-
tion of the United States at the time when Harrison went out
and Cleveland went in. There was something of accusation and
denial and crimination and recrimination in that discussion, but
it seemed to me it amounted to nothing. I do not know whether
the Secretary prepared to issue bonds or not. I do not know
whether he prepared plates or not, nor do I care. !

‘What I do know is this, Mr. Chairman, that after Grover
Cleveland was elected President of the United States there came
a change over this country. Everybody knows that. Every-
body knows that the merchants quit buying, becanse they did
not know what the price of products would be the next day.
Everybody knows that the factories quit running, because the
manufacturer did not know what the price of his wareg would be
tha next-day. And everybody knows that the wheels stood still.
Everybody knows that these {:ﬂi‘. hives of industry were deserted
and that the great smokestacks stood above them like tombstones
above our ruined prosperity. Everybody knows that countless
thousands of laborers tramped the highways of the nation out of
money and out of food, and that they marched to Washington in
Coxey armies in order to ask for relief. Everybody knows that
goup houses were erected in ey city and village of the land to
feed the people turned cut of doors by this policy.

Everybody knows that we began importing more than we ex-
ported, and that the balanca of trade was against us, and that the
yellow tide of gold flowed from our shores to Europe in order to
make up that balance of trade. Everybody knows that the end-
less chain was instituted that drew the gold out of the Treasury
in order to pay the current expenses of the Government, leaving
us bankrupt and with a deficit on our hands. Everybody knows
that whatever Mr. Foster may or may not have done, it is quite
sure that Mr, Cleveland did izssue bonds; that he did plunge us into
debt $262,000,000; that he did mortgage the present and pledge the
futurein order to try the very policy these gentlemen would now
adopt. Whoever heard of an endless chain under a Republican
Administration? It is the product alone of incompetent Democ-
racy. %pplanso on the Republican side.]

And, Mr. Chairman, we all know that in 1892 we stood on the
summit of prosperity;and we know that a year later we were
floundering in the quagmires of despair. |
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What caused that mighty upheaval? Why, sir, the only change
that occurred was in the tariff policy of the country. We had
the same farms and the same farmers; we had the same labor
and the same capital; we had the same inexhaustible resocurces,
and yet at the one time we were never so properous and at the
other time we were never so depressed. What didit? The tariff
p%lic]jr of the Democratic party. [Applause on the Republican
side.

‘We all know too, sir, that in 1896 we were still camping on the
lowlands of despair, but that in 1897 the fogs had lifted, the
clouds had disappeared, and we found ourselves marching up the
mountain steeps toward the sunlight and toward the most mar-
velous era of our history. What did it?

‘Why, the only thing that happened between those two periods
of depression and prosperity was the election of a Republican
Preaigent.. That is enough to know. [Applanse on the Repub-
lican side.] And the people who went to school during the free-
trade period of Mr. Cleveland, the people who sat on the sharp
side of arail and ate Democratic soup, know too much to getinto
that scrape a.%nin as long as they have sense enough o stay out of
an insane asylum. [Langhter on the Repnblican Eide%h

‘What is the ideal condition of a country? Why, Mr. Chairman,
the ideal condition of a country is, first, a sound money. The
money muet be safe and sane and sound. It can not be made the
ship of gamblers, the tool of speculators. It must be good every
day and everywhere and must be worth 100 cents in every money
market of the world.

The Republican party has given you that condition. What is
the aecong condition of a nation’s prosperity? Thesteady employ-
ment of its laboring people at remunerative wages. - r
ever been so steadily employed as to-day? Have wages ever been
s0 high as to-day? And my friend stpoke well when he said that
this tariff question was a question of labor, for itis. From skin
to core and from core back to skin it is a question of labor; and
this steady employment we have given the laboring people and
these high wages we have given them, and it has enabled them
to make the glorious civilization of to-day. Why? Why, you
can not talk to me about moral progress or intellectual advance-
ment on the part of a man whose nose is kept to the grindstone
from year's end to year's end earning a pittance, every dollar of
which must be spent in the shape of clothing for his back or food
for his stomach.

No, there must be something more than that. There must be
comfort in the home and hope in the heart. And to do this he
must have an extra dollar. And it is the extra dollar we are giv-
ing the laboring people to-day that make us what weare. Itisthe
extra dollar he i1s not compelled to spend that goes into the
house. It is the extra dollar that has dotted the country all over
with peaceful and happy homes, the very bulwark of our civili-
zation. It is the extra dollar that puts the carpet on the floor
and hangs the picture on the wall. It is the extra dollar that
puts the pianoin the corner of the room. It is the extra dollar
that clothes the little boy. Itis the extra dollar that puts the
book under the arm of the little girl and sends her down to the
schoolhouse built by the extra dollar, in order that she may be-
come a useful woman. It is the extra dollar he puts into insur-
ance to make provision for his loved ones after the strong arm
has been unnerved and is forever stilled. Itis the extra dollar
that he puts into the great benevolent and fraternal societies that
makes possible the glory of this civilization. Itisthe extra dollar
that has called forth the marvelous bud and blossom of our great
civilization, and whenever you strike down the tariff you strike
down the ability of our people to earn the extra dollar, you bring
them into merciless competition with people who have no extra
dollars, and you strike a blow at the very vitals of our American
civilization. [Applause on the Republican side. ]

The Republican has given youn the second requisite to

rosperity. The third is a market for our surplus. No matter
Eow much we make, if we can not sell it stagnation results.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey rose.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to
the gentleman from New Jersey ?

Mr. WATSON. No; I do not want to hear from the gentle-
man from New Jersey.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mt":.i H‘?JG-HES of New Jersey. Will the gentleman answer a
question

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. WATSON. We have given you the first two prerequisites
to national prosperity, and the third is at hand. We propose by
the very terms of this bill to open up Cuba to the products of our
factoriesand of our farms. We propose to open up Guam and the
Hawaiian Islands and the Philippine Islands, and then upon these,
as stepping stones divinely placed, Uncle Sam, with giant strides,

ill march across the world’s imperial sea and knock over yonder
at the door of the Orient. When that is open to him one-third of

all the people of this world will be seen standing there with open
hands and ontstretched arms ready to receive the products of our
factories and our farms; and not only that, but, please God, to
seize the golden truths gymbolized by every star upon the span-
gled flag of the free. [Applause on the Republican side.]

We have given to this country a market, and we propose that
that market shall be extended; and thus, with sound money, and
with open factories, and with abundant markets, our prosperity
is assured. What if some schedules are not what they onght to
be? What if there are some irregularities and incongruities?
Look at the tremendouns progress we have made under this bill,
Let us let it alone. 1t is good enough for the present and it will
be good enough for a few years yet to come. [Applause on the
Republican side. |

But, Mr. Chairman, what is the attitude of the Democratic
party ug:n this bill, in so far as the Democratic party can be
said to have an attitude on this or on any other subject? What
isit? Well, the honorable gentleman from Lonisiana [Mr. Ros-
flfﬁl’)oﬂ‘i] is a member of the committee, and he says this about

8 H

It seems to !:ﬁéhst this kind of reciprocity is absoclutely impossible under

a Democratic t

This bill is impossible under a Democratic idea. Is ROBERTSON
a Democrat? I donot know. Do you? I do not know what it
takes to constitute a Democrat, and so I do not know whether he
fills the full measure of Democracy or not.

And then the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CooPERr], another
member of the Ways and Means Committee, has an opinion,
‘What does he say?

It inaugurates the policy of reciprocity, which, as now advocated by the
Republican Fsréyﬁ is as undemocratic as & tariff for protection, and which
has been aptly ed the “* handmaiden of protection.’

Is CooPER a Democrat? I do not know. Do you? Andthen,
when the Ways and Means Committee met last year it had a
man on it by the name of NEWLANDS, who is now a United States
Senator from Nevada. He has received a deserved promotion-
What did he say about it?

Nor should the tariff reformer be misled by the suggestion of reciprocity,
Reciprecity does not mean free trade, It means the extension of the policy
of pro on to other countries.

Is NEwWLANDS a Democrat? I do mot know. Do you? Now,
some of these gentlemen assume that position, but what about
the other fellows? Why, the honorable leader of the minority,
the gentleman from Misaissi;tj‘gi Mr., WiLLiAus], had this to say
the other day on the floor of the House:

The Democratic party does recognize that the pending bill isa Democratic
measure in every principle,

Now, I put RoBErTSoN and COOPER over against WILLIAMS,
and you may tell me, if you can, what the Democratic
really thinks about this proposition. [Laughter on the Repub-
lican side.] Why, they say they are going to vote for it. Cer-
tainly, and so are we. And yet, with an inconsistency which is
characteristically Democratic, they pro; to introduce amend-
ments to it here which they knew would kill it. They said they
did not want to kill it by introducing the amendments. They
acknowledged that the amendments would kill it, and at law we
all know that every man is conclusively presumed to intend all
the natural consequences of hisact. They knew that the amend-
ments wounld kill it. They disclaimed any idea of killing the
bill, and yet they wanted to introduce an amendment which
would have had that effect. There is more Democratic consis-

tency.

Ah,butthe gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WiLL1AMs] said that
thisisa Democratic measure. Wh .tE.l ofit. These Democrats
absolutely pledge themselves in this bill against voting for any
reduction on one solitary pound of sugar from any country in all
the world for the next five years, and yet they claim that is a free-
trade proposition. They absolutely pledge themselves not to vote
for any reduction on any sugar from any country for five years,
and yet they say that is an approach to freetrade. Well, if that
isan approach to free trade the Republicanscan stand four square
with them on the proposition and be well pleassd with the result.

‘Why, Mr. Chairman, what is the attitudeof the Democracy on
this guestion? Does anybody know? What difference does it
make what their attitude is Whatever their attitude is to-day
they may change it to-morrow, for if there isanything absolutely
sure in this world it is that the Democratic party has started out
in the present campa.il%-n, not with principﬁa in view, but with
the idea of winning. That is all they want to do, and all they
ask is, *‘ Give us somebody to win with. No matter what prin-
ciples he professes, it does not matter what platform he stands
upon, with whom can we win?"’

PROSPERITY DUE TO REPUBLICAN PRINCIPLES.

Why, my friend from Iowa spoke of the marvelous progress of
this country for the last forty years. I would like to go a little
more into detail on this proposition. My Democratic friends,
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what have you done in order to warrant the
try in giving you control of the Government?
this country that has added glm;yimto the or prosperity to our

le has ever sprung from sterile brain of Democracy?
%t one in the last forty years? Can you name it? Why, the
Republican party took charge of this country in 1860. - We have
]mg charge of it continuonsly ever since except four years from
1808 to 1897. Absolutely every act that has made this country

t and grand has sprung from the luminouns genius of Repub-
ﬁcanatabesma.nship. The only act that was passed under Mr.
Cleveland was the tariff act that scattered terror and dismay
everywhere and left us dismantled and broken. Is notthat true?
‘Why, my friends, that was the only national act that was passed
under Mr. Cleveland. Did that conduce to national ];srcv%rity’.J
Did it not rather retard our development many years? the
acts that ever conduced to this tremendous prosperity have come
alone from the Republican party, and shall I go further into details
about it? V%gsr, as my friend has already said, our wealth then
was $16,000,000,000. Now it is $95,000,000,000.

Our Democratic friends used to say to us that we did not give
them enough money with which to do the business of this coun-

. What is the truth in regard to that? In 1860 the gold in
circulation was $228,000,000; now it is $630,000,000. Then the
silver in circulation was none, and now it is §164,000,000. Then
there was not a single gold certificate; to-day there are $379,000,-
000. Then there were no silver certificates; now there are $455,-
000,000, Then the total circulation was $435,000,000; to-day the
circulation is $2,376,000,000, and every dollar worth a hundred
cents in every money market in the world. Then the per capita
cirecnlation was §13.85; nowit is $20.57, Then we had no national
banks in the country; now we have 4,939. Then, of course, we
had no national-bank capital; now we have $743,000,000 of that
capital. Then loans and discounts were none; now $3,415,000,000.
Then the bank clearings were $7,231,000,000; now they are $76,-
000,000,000. Then the deposits of national banks were none; now
$3,200,000,000. Then the deposits in savings banks were 140 -
277,000; now they are $2,750,000,000. Then the total deposits
were none; now $9.258,000,000; placing us easily the first among
all the nations of this world as to our present financial condition
and our industrial prosperity.

Then the total receipts for all purposes were $109,000,000, now
§1,097,000,000. Thentgatotalimportswmm.t}m.wﬂ; now they
are $1,025,000,000, an increase of imports of §738,000,000. The
total exports then were $334,000,000 and last year were $1,420,000,-
000, or an increase of $1,087,000,000. The excess of imports over
exports then were $20,000,000. The excess now of exports over
imports is $395,000,000. That is the difference from the time we
toolixocharge of this country. There were twenty millions more
imports than exports, and year we sent ont $396.000,000 more
than we received, and the yellow tide of gold is rolling into this
country to pay the balance of trade in our favor. These are the
results 31’ Republican legislation. [Loud applause on the Repub-
lican side.

How abgut manunfacturing? Then the number of establishments
were 140,400, now 512,300. Then the number of hands employed
was 1,311,000, now 5.719,000. Then the wages and salaries paid
amounted to $378,800,000; now they amount to $2,735,400,000.
Then the products were $1,880,000,000; now they are $13,200,-
000,000, which is greater than the combined output of any other
three nations in the world, and places us ‘gr_h(:udl first among
the manuf ing nations of the world. ile they were paid
wages and salaries of $378,000,000 then, and now $2,735,000,000, I
calf?j:tention to this further fact, that then the per capita
paid to the men was $288, while now it is $474, one-half greater
than the average forall of Europe. [Applause on the Republican
side.

Ix;Imt this a record of which we can be proud? Is it not a
record of which we may justly boast? And over against that the
Democratic ::;?i itself l‘l;lp fht;;d wants to destroy %gh‘:try
agency which has e ible this marvelous prosperi 18
to—da?tha wonder and am-aﬁon of the world.

INCOMPETENT DEMOCRACY.

Well, what will our Deaaocmﬂ?c friends d%gb;giw. thsirthi;
man, their prophets sa t they propose ge of
nation next time. Sug you do it. My Democratic friends
after the control of the Government remind me of a dog 1
after a train. It does a t deal of barking and fussing,
when it gets to it it does not know what to do withit. ughter.]‘
So with these gentlemen, if they had charge of this Goovernmen
to-day what would they do with it? What policy would they en-
force? Wonld they be in favor of free trade or would they be in
favor of reci ity or a tariff for revenue only? What would
the Democratic party do? Does anybody know? Has that party
to-day any principles? Can anybody tell? 'Why, even in the
House there seems to be a clash of authority and dual leadership,

le of this coun-
t great act of

for after Mr. WiLLiams, the gentleman from Mississippi, the
leader, has his say, it becomes necessary for the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOXD] to express his opinion on the same
prc‘;gouiﬁon. Have you noticed that?

@ hope on this side that brethren over there will dwell together
in amity and unity. I had that when the gentleman from
Missouri returned this time, a an absence during the summer
communing with Nature, that he would have come back with the
amgmgt%f birds aﬁxﬁhs langhter of ha'ookain hisvgitc]ale, and inhlils
speech there might have been reflected something of the overarch-
ing sky and the shimmering stars, but it is the same gentleman
fmmwmmium,mphmmgthsdemucﬁonotmm
public and the ov ow of the Government. [Lanﬁht.er.] But
ah, somehow or other, the thing manages to get along; some-
how the old ship keeps driving to the front; somehow or other
the Republican party keeps its hand on the helm, and somehow
or other we are going to land in port after a while where even the
Democratic party can not disturbus. [Laughter and applause on
the Republican side. ]

But if they have no measures, how about men? The other day
I was amused by reading in the Washington Post some inter-
views with distinguished Democrats. Listen tothem. They are
full of instruetion as to Demoeratic purposes:
udl SAmm o i, L sy e 1t sl g
in the b . A -
. has put his views tort‘;:l in a remarkably

editor of the Mon J
clear and sensible “5‘.‘) e Ohio t, be he rad];c:ld*or conservative

(if there be two kin would not support Mr. Cleve
B r Tt et D Ty Sy i Ts
- Beua{ur_ mnfin, witlle Judge Parker has many friends, Mr. HEABST
also oecupies a warm place in the hearts of Ohio Demoerats.

‘Who is this man Cleveland? He is the only man they have
been able to elect President of the United States since James
Buchanan. For three successive campaigns they followed him,
they apotheosized him, they deified him, they put him on the
chief pedestal in the joss house, and they swung censers in his

resence and sung daily, ‘O Grover, holy, holy, holy art thoun.”
EGreat laughter and applause on the Republicanside.] And yet
ere rises a Democrat to say that they would not support him,
either at the convention or at the election.
ml[r. BAEKER, ofin Nraw Yogfk. It can nggg sa.i:iﬂ tﬂ];n; ae?éiggna;hé lgooklyn
avor an can A ure
a cacngdate who will be imb‘neg m the doctrines of true Demomcyn:u

What a citizen he would be, wouldn't he? to be imbued with
all the doctrines of Democracy! [Laughter on the Republican
side.] He would be a Pandora’s box, wouldn't he? if opened up
to public view [launghter on the Republican side]—

:ll:i% oﬁ‘;:‘:ewtl;u ﬁg ‘:llfho ma%n&b;h;ymh;sdm& rimg ?h?ah:m;:
The man who meets their am{ovnl. however, must be a man of strong and
decided convictions. No colorless candidate will be satisfactory.

Now, I wonder whom he means. Why, isit not a fact thatthe
Democrats have been wandering up and down the country look-
ing for somebody to run for President who has no views on any
proposition in the world? [Laughter.] And is it not a fact that
they are attempting to nominate Ju Parker, of New York,
golely because nobody knows what he thinks on any guestion;
nobody knows what he thinks on the tariff question, or what he
thinks on the expansion guestion, or any other question before
the American le to-day? [Laughteron the Republican side.a
Is not that true? not that true? They take it for granted, an
they are right, that if a Demoerat has a record at all, it is a bad
record. ughter on the Republican side.]

But listen to Mr. UxpERwWooOD of Alabama.

It is a safe ction that the Alabama delegation in the next national
convention will be uninstructed as to Presidential choice. The sentiment is
in favor of some stmn%,uenstarn man who would be acceptable to the West,
[Laughter on the Republican side.]

There never was anything like the Democratic party.

‘When such & man is found—

Swing your telescope around the horizon and sweep the earth
and find your man!

‘When such a man is found the South will give him hearty support—

They are looking for the fellow, re of what he believes
orwhat the platformisto be; that es no difference. [Laugh-
ter on the Republican side.]

‘When such a man is found, the South will give him hearty support, and
he will be elected. [Laughter on the l cu.naidg.A TheSoutthar-
ticularly anxious to win— ¥htar on the Republican side]—to defeat Theo-
dore Roosevelt. ¥, I favor Mr. Olney, of Massac s but I am

for th® man whom it is demonstrated is most acceptable to both the East and
the West.

Then comes my friend Smvs. from Tennessee, with the frankest
statement of Democratic desires, aspirations, and hopes of any
man; and what does Mr. Sius say?

The ority of Tennessee Democrats appear to favor the nomination of
Judge I;A-rjknr. of New York, but the sentiment is not a decided one.
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They believe Judge Parker would make a strong candidate, but if some
other man is stronger they want that man nominated. Tennessee Demo-
crats want to win. [Laughter on the Republican side.]

There, gentlemen, is the Democratic platform. That is the sum
and substance of it all. It does not make any difference what a

man believes. It does not make any difference what the platform

is nupon which he stands, if he can win. And is therea man here | $28

who doubts that if these Democrats thought that they could re-
habilitate and regalvanize William J. emmﬁ Bryan and win with
him on a platform of 16 to 1 that they w adopt that platform
and nominate the man and go into the campaign with him? Is
not that so? Why, of course it is. That is the history of this
party for the last forty years.

Ah, how differenfly situated are we! Every time I go intoa
Republican convention I am inspired by theeagﬁctured e ta-
tions of the great men who have been ourleaders in the days gone
by—Lincoln, the emancipator, always present in every blican
convention; Grant, the silent, unconquered hero, and field,
and Blaine, and McKinley, the gentlest memory of our day.
Those are the men who have made this country, and in making it
they have been compelled to walk over the prostrate form of the
Democratic party year in and year out. Those are the men whose
pictnreswag:mgn and who inspire the youth of this country
with patriotism with hope.
will thiey hang Ut [Langhter on the Repubuican siia] Wil

ey up ug on 3

they hang up the picture of Grover Cleveland? Why, these gen-
tlemen here gay they would not vote for him at a convention or
at an election—this very man, the only one they have been able
to elect President of the United States. What a marvelous met-
amorphosis in the Democraticmind. 'Would they hang up the pic-
ture of William Jennings Bryan, the ‘‘peerlessleader?”’ [Laughter
on the Republicanside.] Twice they followed him in memorable
campaigns; one the most marvelous in the history of modern
times. Why don’t they follow him now? If 16 fo 1 was right
then, isn’t it right now? If Bryan was the deified ap on
earth of the angelic principle then, isn’t he so yet? How has he
changed? How has the country changed? How has the sitnation
changed? Ah, in only this, that they found they could not win
with Bryan. Will they hau%u%lhis picture? No. Whose pic-
ture will they hang up? Well, they will have to fall clear back
on Jackson and Jefferson. 'Whenever the Democratic Tuns
out of anybody modern they fall back on Jackson and Jefferson.
But it will be remembered, my friends, that Jefferson was a gold
bug of the most pronounced type. It will be remembered that
Andrew Jackson came to be a protectionistof the most pronounced
type, and it will be remembered that the views of these great men
on these fundamental guestions now before the country corre-
sponded no more with the whimsies of modern Democracy than
do the stately and transcendent stanzas of David’s psalms or the
majestic sweep of Shak ’s loftiest strains correspond with
the wheezy rag-time rendition by a back-alley aggregation of
¢ Johnnie, get your gun.”’- [Laughter on the Republican side.

And so we are all right for the coming campaign. Why, the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvVENOR] has got it figured out
already. Of course we will go on through with the formality of
an election, but when all is said and done, the le will be sat-
isfied with what the Republican party has done in this great
country of ours. That is our platform—What we have done.

As Conkling said about Grant, the Republican party is tin
the arduous greatness of things done. And so, my friends, with
these leaders, with these principles, with this platform, in solid
array and unbroken phalanx, we shall move on in the future as
we have in the past, leading our people on up to greater and
nobler heights; and when that shall have been done, when the
future triumph shall have been achieved, it will be because the
Republican party has always been true to the sublime idea of
protection to American industries—to American capital and to
American labor. I thank you. [Prolonged applause on the Re-

publican side.

The AN. The gentleman from Missouri . DE Ar-
moxD] is recognized for ten minutes. [Prolonged applause on the
Democratic side, ]

Mr. DE ARMOND, Mr. Chairman, but one thing is lacking to
complete this scene. If the average, representative grammar-
school boy of Indiana were here in the gallery he would congratu-
late himself with pride and pleasure upon the fact that a ufood
deal of the matter of his schoolboy orations, and almost all of the
manner of them, had been copied and reproduced by the eloquent
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. WATsoN] who has just taken his
seat. !%:ughtar.]

Mr, i , several gentlemen nfon the other side, includ-
ing the distingui edgantﬁna.nfmm owa [Mr. HEPBURN], have
given from their point of view many convincing reasons why
they should vote against this bill, and then with the usual incon-

tend to vote for it. Their logic is bad or their action is inexcus-
able—perhaps it is a question as to which is worst.

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], asked to unfold
the righteonsness of the proceeding when the steel trust sells steel
rails to Germany for $22 a ton and ** holds up '’ the American for
for the same quantity and quality of the same article, told
about how the merchant in October and November sells for 50
joenta each articles the duplicates of which brought $1 in May and

une.

From this happy illustration of the point of the argument for
refusing to mvl%a the tariff, so long as the steel trust and the other
like trusts, from their own bli experience, shall continue to
pronounce it good, we might conclude that there are sammer and
winter weights and fashions in steel rails, as in bonnets, and that
when the steel trust sells steel rails in Germany at $22 and in the
United States at §28, the rails sold abroad at the reduced price
are remnants, shop-worn, and sold out of season, as summer rails
in winter, or winter rails in summer, while the American buys
smooth, fresh, bright, unwrinkled rails, strictly in season and
very fashionable. But even credulity fails to further the delu-
sion when this gentleman, so apt in explaining the inexplicable,
fails, neglects, and refuses, though duly invited to the perform-
ance, to say just why there should not be any revision of a schedule
which shelters a trust and enables it to exact §28 fora ton of steel
rails which it makes ata cost of $12.

The gentleman from Iowa é}g HEepBURN] told us that away
back a hundred years ago, or years ago, or twenty-five years
ago, the American people did not produce so much, did not export
so much, had not accumulated so much as now; therefore do not
think of revising the tariff which we have now, but did not have
in the unhappy past! This argument is a simple one, and I crave
the gentleman’s pardon while I remark that it is not altogether
new. But I cast no reproaches upon the argument because it is
ancient; on the contrary, I would respect its gray hairs, wherein all
its respectability nestles, It is the argument of coincidences, and
if one can but be content with it one may establish anything by it.

During the life of the Dingley tariff law we freed Cuba and
loaded up with the Philippines; therefore the Dingley tariff law
did it. In all the yearsof our national life, before the trusts gave
us the Dingley tariff law, we neither freed Cuba nor leaded up
with the Philippines; therefore we could neither push Spain off of
Cuba nor pull the Philippines over onto ourselves without the
Digg;ley tari.ﬁnliaw. o :

course evil-min persons might employ this handy argu-
ment of coincidences for evil purposes. For instance, theyy might
say there are more consnmptives in the land now than there were
in the earlier periods of our national life, and that therefore the
Dingley law produced tuberculosis. They might assert that there
are more chi in the United States to-day than there were
when the Walker tariff was in operation, and that therefore the
Dingley tariff has been our salvation from the peril of race suicide.
thz;hst of helpful illustrations conld be extended almost without -

it.

It is also true that a devoted student of our country's history”
might construct from the materials at hand a curious theory to
the effect that we Americans are much more numerous now than
we were some decades earlier in the sweep of time, and that well-
tilled fields produce more gmin. and horses, and ecattle, and hogs
than dense areas of unbroken forest, and that more manufactur-
ing is done in a great city than in a cabin in the wilderness.

Some might even indulge the extravagant speculation that, un-
der any tariff system or with none, the pioneer in a cabin, in a
little clearing in a great forest, ought hardly to be censured very
severely if he did not have as many children or dollars as all his
descendants and the neighbors show a generation or two or
three generations later, when time and the genius of human de-
velopment had worked their miracles,

It might be generous, and I submit to the gentleman from Iowa,
who has spoken on one side to explain why he will vote on the
other side, that it might also be correct to credit the of
the nation to the vast and varied resources of the y land in
which we dwell, and to the courage, industry, perseverance, in-
vention, and general nobility of our people. Heand all of us may
do well to look beyond coincidences t%r the causes and effects
upon which to b‘l:iﬂg theories, and from which to get policies.

_The matter which we really have fo consider, ing from this
bill and going to the general tariff question, is not that of free
trade or protection, but whether or not the present tariff law
shall be revised. That is the real question, with reference to the
tariff, now before the country. The gentlemen u the other
side take the position that it ought not to be and s not be re-
vised, except in some distant day of the future, in some far-off
year. We hold that it ought to be, and declare that if the
American people intrust us with the power it shall be revised.
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There is an issue which it is easy to put and to understand,
and which we mean the gentlemen upon the other side shall be
compelled to meet. 'We recognize conditions as conditions are,
and they must do it also.

We are not bent upon any crusade to destroy any element of
real prosperity in this country, but we are determined, if we get
the power, to strike down, as far as we can, the nefarious crea-
tures which have sprung up in this country, designated and known
by the general name of * trusts,”” that prey upon and rob the
American people. Inso far as the tariff builds up and shelters
these evil institutions we shall make upon it relentless war. In
so far as it may have the effect of developing and advancing the
industries of this country, by equalizing taxation and opportunity,
we shall stand by it, not make an assault upon it. What shall
be done with this schedule; what shall be done with that? What
shall be done with regard to the tariff upon this item or that item?
These are plain, practical questions. Gentlemen shall not divert
us from them to abstract discussions of free trade or protection.

The country has settled upon the policy of raising a consider-
able part of its revenues by tariff taxation. Whenever a tariff is
imposed uﬁ: any article whatsoever, the like article, if pro-
duced in this country, is a *“ protected ’ article to the extent of
that tariff, whatever the object of the laying of that duty and
whatever its effects in other respects. Aswe shall have for years
and years to come, and perhaps during the entire life of the
nation, a tariff covering thousands of articles, bringing millions
of dollars in revenue into the Treasury of the United States, the
question will be and the question must be from time to time—
always a shifting question, liable to change, and changed from
time to time by developments and incidents and accidents and
events in our ownland and the world over—What ought the duty
to be now? Is the duty right or is it wrong now?

To that question, laying aside all quibbles and all ations,
laying aside all this grandiloquence about what the Republican
party is said to have done, about what the Bafnblican party has
professed; laying aside all these arguments of coincidence, what
answer are a{lou going to make? Is this Dingley tariff to stand as
it is, with all the inequalities, hardships, and injustice in if, with
huge trusts sheltered by it, or is the tariff to be corrected? Is
it to be amended? Is it to be changed where it needs change,
where the wisdom and justice and desirability of change are so
plain that no man can deny the virtue of the claim that change
ought to take place? That is the question upon the tariff, and
upon that question we will meet you and fight it out.

Now, eia:er this bill is right enough for passage or wrong
enough to merit defeat. Some gentlemen say it ought to be de-
feated. If those gentlemen sincerely wish to defeat it, why did
they not help to vote down the rule and have it amended? Let
them answer to their constituents. The man who believes this
bill ought to be defeated and who voted against the rule, voted
for an opportunity to amend it, and who votes against the bill in
its present form, is consistent. The man who claims that the bill
ought to be defeated, but who voted to take away all the oppor-
tunity that existed, directly or indirectly, to defeat it or to change
it, stultifies himself,

If he is honest to his constituency, he has demonstrated his wis-
dom, as well as his honesty, by efforts to amend the bill. If he is
dishonest, he has added to dishonesty folly, because the pretext of
expediency is so transparent that he who runs may read through it,

But gentlemen say we on this side would risk the defeat of this
bill. Of course we would risk it. 'When the question comes be-
tween legislating for the people and “protection” to the sugar
trust by increasing the mighty, overshadowing power of the
grasping, grinding trust, then, on this bill or any other bill, we
are against the trusts and against the policy which the trusts
dictate. Weare in favor of striking off the differential, sugar-
trust duty. We are in favor of the amendment of this bill, and
then [if this bill be not passed for that reason—because of the
amendment—as for that reason the other Cuban reciprocity bill
was not passed, then we shall have another demonstration, a sec-
ond demonstration, for the American people that the in the
majority in this House and in the Senate, dominated and infiu-
enced too largely by interests that are adverse to the welfare of
the American %eople, will not do that which is fair and just, be-
cause the mighty agencies to which they bow in humble sub-
mission decree that they shall go the other way.

Let the man who regards party organization rather than fideli
to constituency appeal in the hour of his peril, appeal in the dar
day of his disaster, to the party organization. Let him raize his
voice and call upon the party to save him rather than call upon
his constituents, against whom he has turned and whose rights
here he has given away, sold out—I do not say ‘‘sold out in the
corrupt sense, becanse 1 charge nothing of that kind—bartered
for the hope of a good place upon a committee, for the smiles of
the gentleman who presides as Speaker in the chair which you
now, Mr. Chairman, temporarily occupy.

For the favor of those who rule here in the House he has for-
gotten the meu far away on the prairie or among the pine stumps,
the men out where the sugar beets grow, the men to whom he
whispered his words of affection, into whose ears he poured the
sweet songs of his love while seeking their votes. He has for-
gotten them, has harkened to the voice of the tempter, and has
fallen away from them; but the day of reckoning is coming for
him, and when it arrives, then, through every agency by which
opposition may be heard, the call will be made upon people
to say what they think of him and his doings. [Loud applause
on the Democratic side

Mr. WILLIAMS of issi
gentleman from Alabama [Mr MPEON].

Mr, THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, an old negro preacher down
in Alabama began his sermon by saying: “‘I thank de Lord that
those who are not for us are not agin us.”” The Republicans of
this special session of Congress, like the old negro preacher, can
exclaim that those who are not for us are not “agin’ us, but they
are not receiving the support they are getting from this side of
the House with apparent good grace.

I construe this bill providing for reciprocity with Cuba as a
Democratic measure, because it carries out, to some degree at
least, Democratic principles, and for that reason, as well as for
the further reason that it strikes me asa practical business propo-
gition favorable to the business interests of the United States,
which when enacted will give us, if not now, in the near future,
cheaper sugar for the consumer and enlarge and increase our
export trade with Cuba on terms more profitable to our people.

can, therefore, with impunity lay aside my prejudice agaimt
it by virtue of its origin from the Republican side, and look at it
strictly from a business and not a political point of view, and give
it my unqualified support. I could vote for it with fuller and
freer grace if the majority of this House would permit us to
further amend the bill by taking off the differential on sugar,
thereby giving theconsumerin the American Republic a real and
not a speculative benefit. : :

The subject of this debate, the subject of the pending bill, the
subject of this very session itself, is reciprocity. It is well, there-
fore, at the outset to understand fully what reciprocity means.

Reciprocity is a word derived from the Latin prepositions “ re "
and “ pro,” which, being molded into the adjectives ¢‘ recus’ and
** procus,’” signify ** bac rd”’ and * forward.”” The combined
Latin adjective ** reciprocus* thuscomes to mean * moving back-
ward and forward,’’ or *‘ alternating,” or *“ mutually exchanging.”
Hence, our English adjective ‘‘ reciprocal”’ and our English nonn
“ reciprocity,”’ meaning a mutual exchange or interchange. In
connection with a treaty or agreement between two nations,
“‘ reciprocity ”’ is defined as *‘ equality of commercial privileges
between the subjects of the different governmentsin each other’s
E(;rts with respect to shipping or merchandise to the extent estab-

ished by the treaty.”

In this case the proposed reciprocity, or ““ equality of commer-
cial privileges,”” is between the citizens, respectively, of the
United States and the citizens of Cuba.

We are called here in extraordinary session to consider the
reciprocity treaty or convention with Cuba, which the Presi-
de;;li% gg the United States thinks is expedient and necessary to be
ra :

I differ somewhat with the President on this, as well as other
subjects not now under discussion, and I think it was entirely
unnecessary to convene Congress in extra session for the consid-
eration of this treaty. I believe this work could have been done
fully as well and that it would have subserved all essential pur-

es and saved the Government thousands of dollars if it had
en permitted to go over to the regular session in December.

But the gentleman who presides in the White House seems to
be an ‘* extraordinary’’ being and to enjoy doing things in ‘‘ex-
traordinary '’ ways. He hasdemonstrated to the country that he
constitutes the Republican party by an overwhelming majority.

Inthe Fifty-seventh Congress, when this very same subject was
under consideration, Members coming here from the beet-sugar
districts, derisively called ‘* blanket Indians’’ by their brethren
on the other side of the Chamber, showed the courage of their
convictions by rebelling against the power of the Administration.
Now they are as humble as ** dumb, driven cattle.”” They com-
placently kiss the Executive hand which has smitten them, and
patiently cry, ** Enough!”

The President has demonstrated his strenucsity and poten-
tiality. In the counsels of his party he is ‘“‘lord of all he snr-
veys.”” Aggressive, arbitrary, and autocratic, he has literally
compelled not only the leaders but the rank and file of the dear
old ** God and morality party’’ to depart from the *‘ straight and
narrow path** of a high protective tariff policy and to take one
first step toward the accomplishment of a Democratic trinmph—
toward the permanent establishment of the Democratic policy of
a tariff just sufficient to raise a revenue necessary to defray all

lpg‘i}.ml yield three minutes to ti_:le
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the legitimate expenses of honest government economically ad-
ministered.

The Republican chief priests, whose features we haveall learned
to recognize in this House, who so delight to minister at the
shining altars of protectionism and to burn incense in the presence
of their heathen god, the golden calf, prostrate themselves in the
dust at the feet of his ‘“majesty,” and now rend their garments,
claw their faces, tear the hair from their own anocinted heads,
and declare with loud acclaim that the sea wall against the ad-
mission of Cuban sugar must totter and fall to the earth.

‘When another decree goes forth from the White House to re-
move the duty on some other favored and fostered industry, not-
withstanding your slogans of **stand pat’’ and *‘ let well enough
alone,” you Republicans will again obey his imperialistic com-
mand and willingly vote at his beck and call a reduction of the
tariff on some other article of everyday necessity. .

The Republican baby, just now crawling toward the light, will
yet grow up into vigorous Democratic manhood. The infant will
yet learn to walk in the pure fresh air of genuine Democratic
tariff reform to be occasioned by reciprocity with other nations.
You will learn by degrees, ‘‘line upon line, and precept upon
precept.”” You will overturn your heretical theories and accept
correct Democratic principles and doctrines promulgated for the
government and guidance of all classes and conditions of men,
“the common masses of the ‘common’ people.”’ Laws which
enable the few to grow fat and sleek with insolence and pride at
the expense of the many will be swept away. The lamb and the
lion will lie down together, and the devil will be chained for a
thousand years.

You, my friends, on the western side of the center aisle, have
been for many dismal years sitting in the region of darkness. At
last you are beginning to behold the morning light of truth break-
ing in through the shadows of doubt—** black Vesper’s pageants.”
In the solitude a bird of heavenly plumage even now is singing to
you the song of repentance and radiant hope. In the deserta
sparkling fountain of joy is gushing out from the jagged rocks of
distrust. In the wide waste of your despair a green bay tree of
splendid promise is already extending to you its long armsof affec-
tionate welcome and protecting care. ‘‘In the wilderness* you
are listening to the clear, ringing voice of Democracy, like the
E[rophet of old cryinglh;‘ Prepare ye the way of the Lord, make

is path straight.”’ ¢ immortal Shakespeare, in Henry VI, ac-
curately describes your present predicament when he puts it in
the mouth of one of his characters to say:

In that hope, I throw mine gﬁ to Heaven,
Scorning whate'er you can atflict me with.

My Republican friends, I co tulate you upon the movement
you have inaugurated, npon the first fo -march step you
taken. After a little whj}:)nothing of your boasted party princi-
ples will remain,

You will then, no doubt, be in such mellow mood as to be able
to appreciate the words of the poet:

One by one the roses fall,
gty do ook Sl
Summer flowers droop and die. .

Now, in considering the question of reciprocity with Cuba, the
first thought that occurs to me is this: That if it be the purpose
of the Administration to benefit the consumers of sugar in the
United States we should go still further with our propositions to
the young Republic of Cuba, which enjoys her freedom and inde-
pendence at our hands at an expenditure of $250,000,000, and we
should say to her: * You may send all of your raw sugar material
to us free of duty.”” Then the American consumer might realize
some benefit therefrom worth ing aboutand the sugar refin-
eries of the United States would get the benefit of refining the
entire product of sugar in Cuba, thereby giving additional em-
ployment to American labor.

‘While our country has been enjoying great prosperity for some
years in nearly every section, so far as the producers, manufac-
turers, and dealers are concerned, there has been but little real

in or benefit therefrom for the laboring man in the United

tates. His rents have increased, his grocery bills have become
higher, and all that he eats or wears or consumes in any way
comes dearer to him to-day than it ever has done before since the
abnormal times of the civil war. It seems to me, then, that in
making treaties and framing legislation to control the importation
from other nations of commodities to be consumed by our people
our first duty is to protect our own laboring people by seeing to
it that they shall have at least the necessities of life at the least
possible cost.

‘While I realize the fact that it takes money to runour Govern-
ment, and that our principal source of revenne is the tariff, I am
a strong advocate of reducing the duties on all raw material that
comes to our shores, and thereby encouraging and aiding our
manufacturers and enabling them to employ more labor. As our

Fpu]ation increases it will become more and more necessary to

oster and encourage manufacturing among our people. Senator

MORGAN said in a speech in Montgomery, Ala., recently delivered

before the legislature of that State, that he believed the solution

oHi’ the_éabor question would be by means of the use of electricity.
e said:

The congested condition of our people in and around onr manufac-
turing enterprises, whose education is being neglected and physical develop-
ment dwarfed by working their children in factories, could be remedied b
placing electricity where it could be rented by small man Ters, an
thﬁ;ﬁy making them the ownersand operators of their own manufacturing

P

Let us now examine the pending treaty or convention and see
what it is that we are asked to ratify.

Article I of the treaty stipnlates that all the produets of either
the United States or Cuba thaf are now on the free lists of the
two countries shall continue to be on the free lists.

Article IT provides that all other products of Cuba shall be ad-
mitted into this country at a reduction of 20 per cent of the regu-
lar tariff rates of the United States.

Article III provides that all the products of the United States
not included in Article I and not enumerated in Article IV shall
be admitted into Cuba at a reduction of 20 per cent of theregular
tariff rates of Cuba.

Article IV specifies certain products of the United States which
are to be admitted into Cuba at still greater reductions of the
regular rates—iron and steel manufactures, copper manufactures,
glassware, earthenware, etc., at 25 per cent reduction; most cot-
ton manufactures, linen goods, paper, cutlery, boots and shoes,
soap, various articles of food, ete., at 80 per cent reduction, and
woolen goods, gilk goods, knit goods, perfumery, watches, and
some other articles at 40 per cent rednction,

In a subsequent article it is stipulated that all these reciprocal
rates shall be preferential in respect to like imports from other
countries; and then follows the singular proviso attached to the
treaty by the Senate last March, after the document had left the
hands of the plenipotentiaries who drew it up, which proviso
stipulates that during the life of the treaty there shall be no fur-
ther reduction of the dufy on Cuban sugar and no reduction
whatever of the duty on sugar coming from any other country
besides Cuba. This proviso, thrown into the treaty at the last
moment, obviously in the interest of the trust, I believe to
be certainly unconstitutional. I do not believe that it can stand
against the scrutiny of the courts for an instant.

If the majority in this House had not stifled all amendment and
ruled out all alteration of the pending bill, and if the House were
at liberty to modify the measure, as it onght to be and would be
except for the arbitrary action of the controlling power here, I
have no doubt that this obnoxicus proviso wounld be expunged by
vote of a large majority of Members here present of both parties,
for the principle embodied in the proviso is as injurious to one
party as to the other and a fatal stab at the vital right of repre-
sentative government. Did I not firmly believe that this grave
assault on our liberties will be nullified by the courts, nothing
could induce me to give it even an indirect sanction. :

The bill would be tly improved by the addition of the
amendment proposed by the minority for taking off the differen-
tial duty on refined sugar. Such an amendment, it will be re-
membered, was pro and adopted in the reciprocity legislation
of 1902, If adopted now, it would beyond question have assured
a genuine benefit to the consumers of sugar in the United States,
and if a vote could be had upon this proposition now there is no
reason for doubting that the result would be the same as that of
last year's vote; but under the drastic rule adopted by the Re-
publican side of the House, prohibiting the consideration of
amendments of any kind, the House is obliged to take the treaty
as it stands or nothing.

Excepting the obnoxious proviso just alluded to—an essentially
extraneous matter, and one not germane to the subject in hand—
the treaty commends itself to myself as a Democrat, and I believe
it commends itself to most of those on this side of the House as
Democrats, becanse, although it is offered as an Administration
measure, under Republican auspices, it is in line with Democratic
principles, at least approximately, and seems to go in the right
direction, though not far in that direction. We support the bill,
therefore, on the principle that a half loaf isbetter thannobread,
and that it is a measure acceptable to Democratic faith and prac-
tice, thongh only in a small degree. .

Reciprocity as a general principle commends itself to the De-
mocracy as a rule, because it is calculated to benefit the consum-
ers of the products imported into our country and to reduce the
tariffs of other countries on the products of the United States.

In the present instance reciprocity with Cuba would be calcu-
lated and intended to benefit the American consumersof the prod-
ucts imported hither from Cuba by diminishing the duties upon
them by 20 ger cent and to benefit our own producers and man-
ufacturers by enabling us to enter our products into Cuba at
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reductionsof 20, 25,30, and 40 per cent of the regular Cuban duties
on those products coming into Cuba from the world at large.
So far as I am concerned, I would gls.dllygo further than is now
d in our concessions to Cuba. I would gladly give our
ward absolute free trade in every respect and in all our
different lines of products. Thus we would vastly benefit both
ourselves and the Bubans by selling them all they buy and by buy-
ing from them all they sell on mutually advantageous terms.
There is no doubt in my mind that the United States holds a posi-
tion of peculiar and uncommon responsibility toward Cuba, mainly
on account of the obligations expressed or implied in the Platt
amendment inlimiting Cuba’s treaty—msking powers, etc. That
we shonld therefore show our good will and sympathy for Cuba
giving her at least reciprocity is greatly to be wished. The
chief objection to its proposed application in the present case, as
it seems tome, is that reciprocity with one single country aloneor
with two or three or four countries alone is a partial and one-
sided reciprocity and may us toretaliation and reprisals by
other less-favored nations. t even granting this objection, it
appears to me indisputable that the proposed reciprocity with
Cuba is in the line of tariff reform, and therefore commendable,

go far as it ; . : .

Bishop Warren A. Candler, of Georgia, one of the leading bish-
ops in Methodist Church and one of the ablest men of this
age, said recently on this subject that:

the Platt amendment we claim the right to supervise Cuba's relations
wi:lgnhy other ta. 'Will we torhidﬂlfar mdin$w'ith others advanta-
goonsil‘y.sn then foree her to trade with us at prices orcaduponherbyour
power? This is to force her *to trade at t.hnwmpang‘a store' in a way that
wonld a rapacions corporation which should undertake to d the
B
t Governmen v g T
g;ver :lgll not l%old uppa.nd rob its own ward. do so wou]cf dishonor us
ore the world.

Moreover, our duty and our interests coincide in this instance. Wedo not
make sugar enough to meet our wants, and we need what Cuba has. She
needsour cotton goods and agricultural implementsand other of our products.
But she can not buy from us to advantage unless she can sell to us profit-
ably; ships have to have a load both ways. We lose much Cuban tradeas the

staundsbzndwhntwasell to her is a sort of forced trade, which is next

case
door to rob
The inspiration back of the disposition togowmnghinthismttgrisﬂm

riff, and the Democrats
m’:ﬁfﬁg ?opmﬂ;a &e defenses of that abominable system as this
case of Cuba lies. protective tariff has been for years a kind of
arctic wave with high pressure in the North bearing down with bl
effect upon all Bouthof&ethril‘tysaintswhopmﬁt it. It wasat its best
in the civil war and becams accustomed to live by the blood of the slain, and
B e skt at pabilo cxemser Tt has nos & shred of Brisciple

atpu

nor a mow of &mpedj pto jm attitude as to Cuba. ﬁrgtlmply
stands on its miserable self-interest in seeking to have this Government
dishonor its pledges and adopt a policy of folly.

Let us look into the subject practically and in detail, and see
how the pending treaty or convention would work in everyday
business intercourse and industry. y

The principal products of Cuba are sugar and its by-products,
molasses and spirits; tobacco, both unmanufactured and mann-
factured; iron ore, manganese ore, asphalt, and other mineral sub-
stances; lnmber, vegetable fibers, and other forest products; fruits,
vegetables, live stock, hides, and other animal products; coffee,

s, wax, and honey. Most of these products are in constant

mand and nearly universal use in the United States. So far
assugar, molasses, tobacco, pineapples, bananas, cacao, cocoanuts,
iron ore, mahogany, and other ical woods are concerned, the
market for those Cuban products in this country may be said to
be very large indeed. According to the official contained
in the valuable monograph, *‘ Commercial Cuba in 1903," recently
published by the Bureau of Statistics of the Department of Com-
merce and gabor, the United States took from Cuba during the
fiscal year 1903 1,069,610 tons of sugar, valued at $42,697,546.
This was nearly 100,000 tons more than Cuba’s total crop
of 1903. In other words, we have taken the whole of this year's
crop and a large amount of the reserve stock besides. Our im-
ports of Cuban tobacco during the same fiscal year amounted in
value to $13,141,646; of Cuban pineapples, to about $1,000,000; of
Cuoban bananas, about the same; of Cuban iron ore, to about a
million and a half, and of mahogany and other valuable woods to

nearly a On most of these and most of the other articles
of Cuban production the United States levies im duties.
Our total imports from Cuba amounted in the fiscal year to

nearly 863,000,000 invalue. Of these, probably atleast §60,000,000
were dutiable, the sugar dutiesranging upward from what would
amount to 50 per cent ad valorem to perhaps 100 per cent ad
valorem, the tobacco duties amounting to all the way from 100
to 800 per cent ad valorem, and the other duties certainly reach-
ing an average of 25 per cent ad valorem. It is easy tosee, there-
fore, when such a large proportion of these §60,000,000 of dutiable
imports consists of sugar and tobacco, on which the duties are so
heavy, that a reduction of 20 per cent in the tariff on imports from
Cuba would result in a great saving to the consumers of those
articles in the United States, as such articles imported from Cuba

under the new arrangement could be sold hereat a oorre:gonding
reduction. If is contended in some quarters that no such reduc-
tion would result in the price of sugar, because the price of sugar
is said to be fixed at Hamburg, Germany, and to be independent
of the supply of cane sugar. Then it seemstomethattggnprice
in this country must be ﬂt nptz artificial means, and ely,
no doubt, owing to the di ial duty on refined sugar, which
our Republican brethren insist for the benefit of the sugar
trust, because even if Germany is the greatest sugar-producing
country, we get very little sugar from Germany or from any other
beet-sugar producing country,

The bulk of the sugar which we import comes from Cuba and
from Java and other cane-sugarlocalities. Inthelastfiscal year we
imported about 2,000,000 tons, valued at about $72,000,000. Of
this more than half came from Cuba alone—something over
1,000,000 tons, valued at nearly $43,000,000, as I have just now
shown—while about 350,000 tons came from Java, valued at
$13.,000,000; less than 200,000 tons from South America, valued at
a little over §6.000,000; and from Germany only 31,120 tons, val-
tlipoons gt s s e U

,orjusta o sugar p in the whole
world. If Cuba m with 1,000,000 tons, or two-fifths of
what we consume, and if one-fifth, or 500,000 tons, is produced
by onrselves in this country, including Hawaii, and more than
one-fifth in Java, the British West Indies, and other cane-sugar
countries, it seems peculiar, to say the least, that the European
beeb-ayar countries should have so much to say about what the
price of sugar must be in the United States.

The high sugar-tariff advocates told us last year that Cuban
sugar could not dictate prices here now, but that if Cuba should
ever be able to supply to us our whole foreign impor$ of sugar—
2,000,000 tons—that is to say, just about twice what she furnishes
to us now, then she could dictate the price here, and the price
here would be lowered. If she could do that when she furnished
2,000,000 tons, I do not see why she can not have at least some
effect on the price here when she furnishes 1,000,000 tons, as she
does now. And especially do I think that some effect upon the
price will be felt as soon as this contempl ated reduction of 20

cent in the duty on this enormous total of 1,000,000 tons is put
nto operation. In like manner it is reasonable to expect a re-
duction in the cost here of Cuban and cigarette tobacco
under the new arrangement, as also of Cuban fruits, sponges, and
other dutiable articles which we import from Cuba on a large
scale. Speaking in a general way, the amount of the rebates,
amounti:g to several millions of dollars annually, ought to be
considered as going into the pockets of our taxpayers, In this
way the taxpayers would save 20 per cent of eight millions on sngar
alone—that being the amount of revenue realized by our Gov-
ernment at present from the duties of Cuban sugar under the
existing tariff rates—unless the sugar trust by some hocus-pocus
man to keep the price up and shoves the 20 per cent of eight
millions, or §1,600,000, into its own capacious pockets. This lat-
ter result certainly will not occur after the Democratic party as-
sumes the reins of power in this country in 1805.

Now let us see how reciprocity with Cuba wonld work from
this end of the line. Cuba has a population of about 1,650,000.
They consumed in the last fiscal year products of the United
States valued at something over §20,000,000. That, too, happened
to be a bad year for us, and our rts to Cuba may be said to
average annually $25,000,000 in value. They consist largely of
breadstuffs, coal, cotton manufactures, iron and steel manufac-
tures, machinery of various sorts, leather manufactures, lard,
bacon, hams, oils, animals, dairy products, wood manufactures,
etc. The Cubans also are importing at present about the same
amount, or a little more, of these and other products from the
other nations of the world. Is it not to be supposed that with
reductions of 20, 25, 30, and 40 per cent in their tariff duties in
favor of American goods they wounld soon be buying much more
largely of us, all along the line? It would be contrary to human
nature if they should not do so. This country can furnish them
with everything they want, and with such reciprocity advantages
i;i]ilsdreasomble to believe that that is just what this country

0.

As having an important bearing upon the objects of the pend-
ing legislation, I beg to submit in this connection an extract from
Dun’s International Review for November, 1903, in regard to
the resources and future of Cuba, as follows:

The principal elements which determine the commercial future of a coun-
try are, its natural resources, proximity to the world's markets and trans-
gormﬂon facilities, the intelligence, energy,and thrift of its inhabitants, and
he wisdom and honesty of its government. These factors have not heen
stated in order of relativeim ce. Considered under these heads, what
should be the commercial future of Cuba? This question may best be an-
swered by making an analytic examination of the elements just stated.

The na 1 resources of Cuba consiat of a soil of fmﬂlw
than 10 per cent of which has ever been touched by hoe or andac te
8o equable and benignant that the workman can toil wi t danger to life
orvuryﬁeat discomfort, exposed to the rays of n summer midday sun and
with no biting frosts to benumb his body and limbs in the dawn of a winter
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The quotations above given were the prices on April 1 of each of the
?emna.med, that date being selected as about the middle of the d-
ng season and r{;grasent.lng abont the averege price realized by the g} ter
for his sugar. e price of cane su has lately been controlled the
world’'s bee r production, which has grown from 50,000 tons in 1840 to
6,146,000 tons in 1901, the last-named amount representing 63.7 per cent of the
total sugar production. The very life of the cane sugar industry has been
threatened by the E n bounty-fed beet su‘imr. he Cuban crop of 1902
was gold ata loss and the average margh]l-‘ggéwm t on the cr&}: of 1903 has been
the fact that any marrgln was realized being due to the damage to the
European sugar-beet crop of last year resultin m unfavorable climatic
conditions. The adherence of ths various nations represented at the Brus-
sels convention to its action in abolishing bounties on sugar gave the Cuban
planter renewed hope, which is further strengthened by the belief that the
American Government is at last about to partly fulfill the promises made to
its infant protégé by favorable action of the lnglihﬁva branches onthe treaty
of reci-pro::i&y negotiated between the two countries.

The question as to whether cane sugar can successfully compete in cost of
roduction with beet sugar will be answered in the affirmative or the nega-
ve, dependin% upon the person of whom the question isasked. The man

who has lands to sell for sugar-cane cultivation and sugar-mill constructing

[ eers and promoters will assert that beet sugar can not bly live

without protection, while the average Cuban planter will reply that cane

sugar cannot be produced here below 2 cents per pound. A European ex{m’t,
in an article recently published on the beet-sugar industry, states that the
average cost of production of beet sugg:sin Germany is L.77 cents per pound.

That the cost of production in Cuba been s reduced is de: by

none, and there isroom in most caces for further reduction. The average

cost of the crop of 1908 is believed to have beena trifle below 2 cents per
pound, and some specially favored plantations doubtless made their sugar at
something less than 1} cents, althoughit is donbtfulif publicacknowledgment
of this fact would be made by any of them. That sugar can be produced in

Cuba at 1} centsor even lower isnot doubted, butin order todo four con-

ditions be necessary, viz, land much aboye the average in fertility, ma-

chinery of tés most improved type, favorable location, and very efficient
managemen

The present area of land in Cuba devoted to the cultivation of sugar cane
is estimated at 600,000 acres, or something over, and 171 mills ground this
if:r- Santa Clara is the t sugar-producing province of the island, with

tanzas second, the combined crops of the two representing negl.rlf '75 r
cent of Cuba's total production. The t province of Puerto Principe, the
second in area and in arable land in the R«Euhhc. has but three sugar
esiates within its boundaries, whereas it is capable of producing a ;
crog&thnn is raised by the entire island. About 90 per cent of its goil is vir-
gin land, due to the fact that up to abouta year ago it had practically norail-
road facilities, During the two years the Buﬁv.r production of Santiago

Province has been largely increased by the establishment on the northern

coast of two of the largest estates in the island, both of which are owned by

erican corporations, one being the Chagm-n Sugar Company, the other
the Union Fruit Company, the estate of the latter he.EJn;known as **Boston.”

The sugar estate havﬁ;é the largest ob':gput. the past season was ‘ Caracas,"

the property of Terry Hermanos, located in the southern portion of the proy-

ince of Santa Clara, witha {Jroduction of nearly 80,000 tons. .

It is estimated that about 65 per cent of the r cane is grown by “ colo-
nos," some of whom cultivate on land belonging to the centrals, while others
raise the cane on their own land. The latter are known as “independent
colonos,” and are better paid for their cane as a rule than the tenant plant-
ers, receiving from the mill owners in sugar or its equivalent in cash from 5
per cent to 7 per cent of the amount of cane delivered, while the tenant

‘colono ™ receives from 4 per cent to 6 per cent, the amount paid in both
cages depen on localltm{.

From lack of funds most Cuban planters allow the cane to ratoon for too
long a period instead of replanting. Thereis a diversity of opinion as to the
length of time cane should beallowed toratoon before roplsntlngl,}butthe most
inte t planters seem to think that the best results can be obtained by re-
Elaxxting in from four to seven Eum according to the quality of the soil.

he custom here is to allow it to ratoon from eight to twelve and even fif-

Cane has been known to produce in for a much

teen to twenty years.
longer time than the last-named period. The yield of cane decreases yearl
after the first year's planting, but the percentage of sucrose is ter in ol
than in new cane. e average ‘gr of sugar obtained m cane in
157 centrals ding in 1901 was 9.71 per cent.

In olden es the juice was extracted from the cane by means of mortar
and pestle; later on wooden rollers driven by oxen power were , and
these gave way to iron rollers driven by the same power, which were super-
seded by the powerful grin ines known as mills, driven by steam

wer. There is but one sugar refinery in operation in the island, and this
Elocat,cd at Cardenss and owned by the Cuban Sugar Refining Co: y. It

day and furnishes mtlcnll&l}l of the white
sugar uged in the island. ere is another old refinery at denas, which
has not been in gperatinn for some years. There are a number of centrifu-
gals in the island, known as centrifugal turbines, where sugar is whitened to
some extent by steam. The island consumes abont 40,000 tons per annum.

The amount of capital invested in the sugar industry of the island is esti-
mated at about smol,]um.m and the value of the crop of 1202 was about §32.-
000,000, Cuba's most valuablesugar u:ip was gathered in 1884, when, accord-
ing to Government reports, it reached the sum of nm}{egm.mn.m dus
largely to the fact that it had free entry intothe United States. With favor-
nhg cﬁnmtic conditions the next crop will probably reach 1.100,000 tons,
which competent authorities believe to be about thelimit of production with
the ant supply of labor. The modification of the immigration laws of
the Eepubliq which are the same as those of the United States, is generally
advocated by the plantersand commercial classes. The presentlawsexcluda
the peasants of the Canary Islands,onwhom Cuba hasalwayslargely depened
for the cultivation of its sugar crop, and more espacially for its harvesting.

That the adoption of the pending treaty of reciprocity with the United
States would stimulate the industry to some extent is generally admitted,
‘but the pretended fear of the beet-sugur people that their industry would be
serionsly menaced by a reduction of one-third of a cent per pound of the
duties on Cuban sugar is groundless.

Any man who, after reading this description of Cuba’s capaci-
ties and possibilities, can doubt the value of Cuba’s market to us
must be of a very incredulous and pessimistic cast of intellect, it
seems to me.

Another aspect of the matter which should not be overlooked
is this: The Methodist Church and other Protestant denomina-
tions are at present expending a great deal of money and effort
in the cause of the Americanization of the citizenship of Cuba by
sending thither the gospel of religion and the gospel of education.
The financial and commercial aid of our Government at this im-
portant juncture will tend to accelerate this Christian movement

has a capacity of 400 barrels

and to establish still more amicable relations between the people
of our own country and the people of this young Republic, which
is in reality a ward of the United States.
. Another argument in favor of the pending treaty is thatit deals
in such large measure with the necessities of life. Sugar used to
be considered one of the luxuries fifty years ago, but it has grown
to be recognized now as an essential of civilization, and a very
important one, too. All Americans are free consumers of sugar,
In fact, there is no article of food, except perhaps flour, in such
general and abundant use in this country as sugar. The tropical
fruits of Cuba, too, have become almost a necessity here. Con-
sider the tremendous consumption of bananas in this country,
and also of pineapples and cocoanuts and other Cuban fruits,
some of which are dutiable and some not, but all of which will
be made more ayailable to our people by such a treaty as is now
roposed. Consider also the advantages which it offers to the
bans in enabling them to get more readily and cheaply all the
many necessities of life with which we can and do supply them.
_ One of the cardinal principles of Democracy is the egual taxa-
tion of all, equally collected, either directly or by tariff duties, for
the purpose of raising revenue to defray the e es of an hon-
est government economically administered. Democrats, we
fayvor this pro reduction of the tariff on sugar, because it
will tend to lighten the burdens of the consumers of sugar in the
United States. 'We only wish that we could have an opportunity
to Hi ten them still further by taking off the differential tax,
which, as so clearly and concisely explained on Monday last by
the Hon. GEORGE B. M , the recently elected mayor of
New York, is the ‘“difference in rate of duty between the refined
and unrefined sugars,” and thus becomes the measure of ‘‘the
protection given the sugar refiners of this country.”” I wish sin-
cerely that we could give the sugar consumers of this country the
benefit of this differential protection.

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, let me say that I believe the time
ought to come, and will come, when we shall extend this reci-
procity principle in every direction, for our own benefit and for
the benefit of mankind in general. I believe this great and
mighty nation of ours, with its splendid citizenship, its inventive
genins, and its wonderful resources, can well afford to invite the
trade of the whole world on reciprocal terms, and thereby extend
and broaden the markets for our products and attract hither the
lion's share of the commerce and trade of all nations as by an
irresistible loadstone.

I am proud that the representatives of Democracy in this House
have the courage to rise above any tgrejudice against this measnre
because it is presented to us bg e Republican and vote
for it as ‘‘ one man’’ on the high plane that it is, as stated in the
beginning of my remarks, a business proposition which, when
carried into effect, will do the greatest good to the greatest num-
ber and emphasize one of the cardinal principles of Democracy.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I now yield to the gentleman
from New York [Mr. SCUDDER].

[Mr. SCUDDER addressed the committee. See Appendix.]

Mr. WILLITAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, this is a very
much more important question in its remote bearings than in its
immediate presentation. It is well that it should become the ve-
hicleof a good deal of talk on public policy. The gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. WaTsoxN] said a moment ago that we upon the
Democratic side were anxious merely to talk, and that we had
forced upon the House this talking match. Mr, Chairman, I want
now torecall the fact, so that the country may distinctly remember
it, that as the mouthpiece of this side of the House I asked unani-
mous consent to give up all our right of talk if we could have
granted to us just ome vote, a vote upon one sgingle amendment,
an amendment for which a great many gentlemen upon that side
of the House voted in the Fifty-seventh Congress, an amendment
intended to stab at the vitals of the American sugar trust as
best we might under the circumstances, an amendment which
passed the Fifty-seventh Congress. So that it is not true that
the Democracy was not willing to ‘‘ do business,”” to use the
words of the late lamented Speaker Reed. We are ready to do
business now; we are ready to come to any terms whatsoever,
almost, if you will just give us a vote, a yea-and-nay vote, upon
an amendment of that importance to the American people; an
amendment striking out of this bill a precedent of a very grave
and evilimport, a precedent attempting to bind—ineffectunally, but
still attempting to bind—the American Congressand the American
treaty-making power as to their conduct in the future.

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. WaTsox], in
the course of the even and somewhat rhetorical tenor of his re-
marks, asked a question. He said, **What is the proper definition
of protection?’? I shall undertake to answer that question now,
and if he is a shorthand reporter I hope he will take the reply
down: Protection, Mr. Chairman, is a system of taxation where-
by many are robbed in order that a few men may be hothoused
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by legislation into artificial prosperity. [Laughter and applanse
on the Democratic side.] As a supplementary definition, protec-
tion isa system of taxation whereby capital and labor are deflected
from naturally profitable Eursuits and enterprises into the chan-
nels of natarally unprofitable pursuitsand enterprises. [Applause
and laughter on the Democratic side.] And, as a corollary, the
method whereby they are deflected is by the enactment of laws
forcing the consnmer to pay to the artificial hothoused enterprises
a higher price than with a free commerce the consumer would
have to pay.

Now, so much for protectionism as an original proposition.
Protection is not, however, in this country an original proposi-
tion. We are not forming a new government, and we are not
framing an absolutely new and revolutio change of a fiscal
system. But that is the definition of original protection, and it
is a definition which no fair-minded man can pick a flaw with,

Now, there is one contention made by the Republicans and by
the advocates of protectionism everywhere which is true, and it
is useless to deny the truth of if. It is true that you can pick out
an enterprise and make it more profitable by protectionism. It
is also true thai:lf‘ou can create an enterprise de novo by protec-
tionism. The only question left is whether you are willing to pay
the price. And, if you state the proposition to the people as an
original proposition, naming your enterprise and the grice to be
paid, they would very seldom be willing to enter into the bargain
and pay the price,

That brings me, Mr, Chairman, to my favorite banana theory.
There is in the United States, I suppose, one hundred acres of
land where bananas can be grown in the open air, and yet I could,
were I thelegislating body of this country, or were I the Czar with
absolute power and disposed to make the people pay the ﬁrice for
it, create a *‘ Great American Banana Industry.” Icould put a
tax of one dollar apiece on bananas which are now selling in the
streets three for a nickel and inside of five years I counld, with a

ood custom-house service, have created and exploited a vast

na industry. Itis true that a great many people who for-
merly ate bananas could not buy any bananas at all, and some
people would have to buy fewer ; but it is also true that
a great many people, who are plutocrats and aristocrats, wounld
eat them because the common people—Dagoes, Jerseymen, and
Mississippians—could not. [Laughter and applause.]

If I continuned that system of taxation in existence for twenty
years, at the end of that time there would have come to the front
anew generation that * kmew not Joseph’ nor cheap bananas;
and the moment sensible people came into power with the idea of
revising the banana schedule these gentlemen who ‘' knew not
Joseph’’ and had gone into the American banana business and
perhaps formed a banana trust would come to the committee
room of the National Legislature, knocking upon the doors all the
time, and giving utterance to cries of unutterable woe: “Are you
going to strike down the Great American Banana Industry; are
you going to reduce the duty from a dollar apiece on bananas to
.80 cents? We can’t stand it. It will ruin us, Are you going to
make the people engaged in banana raising go to the soup
houses? Are you going to discriminate in favor of pauper tropical
sunshine against self-respecting American hothouse laborers?”
[Laughter on the Democratic side.]

Let us stop a moment and follow the banana theory a little fur-
ther, becanse I am fond of bananas. [Laughter.] t would
have been the result of establishing that industry? Merely this,
that you would have deflected a certain amount of American cap-
ital and a cerfain amount of American labor engaged in the gen-
eral hothouse industry into a different channel of hothouse pro-
ceedings, and instead of having their hothouses for the purpose
they have them now they would have converted them into banana
nurseries, and the consumers would be paying a dollar apiece,
or perhaps 90 cents apiece, for bananas, because the protected
interest would have to undersell somewhat the foreign markets.

After fifteen or twenty years ‘‘ home competition’* would have
reduced the price of bananas in the American market to, let us
say; 40 cents apiece, and then Republican orators and politicians
wonld say privately. in newspapers, and on the stump and within
these walls, with due solemnity and without a mutual smile:
“Lo, and behold! See how a protective tariff has reduced the

rice of bananas from 80 cents apiece in 1950 to 40 cents apiece

n 1965—nearly 50 per cent decrease in price to the consumer!
Protection did it!”

Yes! A reduction from superlative extortion to comparative
extortion! >

But in all this picture keep in mind one thing: While protec-
tionism lasted bananas would never reach three for a nickel,
because if they did, that public enemy—tropical sunshine—would
be master.

What would you have accomplished? Would you have in-
creased the wages of labor? Not a particle. You would merely
have deflected capital from one channel to another, from one sort

of hothouse production to another, or from a production which
was not hotgonsed at all into a hothouse production. Would
you have increased the demand for labor? Not at all, because
this capital and this labor would have gone outof something else—
something that with freer commerce or with free commerce would
have been naturally profitable—into this business, which, other-
wise unprofitable, you have by law made profitable. Yet it
would be true that these people, having been deceived into that
occupation by law, onght not to have the entire scaffold cut
down under them all at once. It was not their fault that this
pernicious and miserable *“ abomination of abominations’’ in the
way of a fiscal system existed. They had merely taken advan-
tage of the sitnation which the laws of the country furnished
them, and they ought to be reduced down to the competitive
point of the banana trade by slow processes, but brought there
after a while.

Now, my friends, I have given you the whole definition and an
illustration of the manmer of working of the protective tariff
whereverit isneeded. Now, wherever it is not needed, wherever
a man could make a reasonable profit without a protective tariff,
then, of course, you merely enable him by tariff taxation to tax
the home consumer up to the point of foreign competition and
do as a great many corporations do in divers businesses—recoup
from us, while selling to the foreigners cheaper. And so stands
the great Republican party to-day with a dozen industries, which,
by changed conditions, have gotten to where they can support
themselves in the home and foreign markets both. The great
steel industry ships its products all over the world. The great
American boot and shoe industry shipped, as the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. GRrOSVENOR] said, $7,000,000 worth, or even a greater
amount, to foreign ports last year. Now, one of two things
necessarily happens when this occurs. Either the manufacturers
do not need the protection, because they can vie with the foreigner
and the “pauper labor” of the foreigner, after paying freight
across the ocean, in his own market; and if they can, then cer-
tainly they can vie with him in the American market, after he has
paid the freight across the ocean; either that is the case, or else
they do need the protection and are selling below cost to the
f(;rﬁigner or below a fair profit and making up their losses on us
a ome.

If they are selling below a fair &roﬁt, then in order to carry on
their business abroad and here they must recoup ab my expense
and qou.r- expense as general consumers, and it is the tariff that
enables them to do it. My friends, you have gone on for years
howling about giving the American market to the American
manufacturer and the American .producer. You have come to
the point in connection with the barbed-wire industry, the nail
industry, the steel-rail industry, the locomotive industry, the tele-
phone and gra‘fhophone, and sewing-machine, and boot and shoe
industries, and a great many others that I could mention, where
those who control those industries have the foreign as well as the
home market, and you are still keeping the tariff up. Why? Why?
Becanse you dare not * disturb existing conditions,” as you say.
That is not it. It is because yon dare not disturb the existing
tariff schedule lest you “‘open the doors.” That is the truth,
isn’t it—lest you %pen the doors? That is what you are afraid of.
You are not afraid about reducing the daty on boots and shoes.

To-day there is not a boot and shoe man in Massachusetts who
wotld not tell you he can get along very well without it. There
is not a Southern cotton man manufacturing heavy cotton goods
that will not tell you he is shipping his goods to China in com-
petition with the entire world. But you are afraid that if yon
open the doors, instead of stopping at the reduetion of duties on
those things, the people will go further and reduce them upon
things where you think an artificial, hothouse enterprise would
be by legislation knocked out of existence. Now, that is the
truth. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. WaT-
8oN] first denied what I had said, that the Republicans were tariff
schedule fetich worshipers. I do not mean that you actunally do
bow down every morning and every night and erect a little bit
of an image of the tariff schedule. I do notmean that youtakea
icture of a boot or shoe with the per cent marked on the sole and
terally worship it.. Most of dyou do not bow down to anything,
particularly—[langhter]—and therefore you do not bow down to
boots and shoes and the schedules. a.ughter.]1 But what I
mean is this, that you have put into utterance the slogan, ‘‘ Stand
pat.”” Why? Are you afraid of the common sense of the Ameri-
can people? Are you afraid of your own common sense when
you are in power?

. Gentlemen tell us that whenever the tariff is to be reduced and
its iniquities and injustices disposed of, it shall be done by its
friend, the Republican party. Well, its friend, the Republican
party, is in power now, with a very large majority here and a
very large one over in the Senate, and with an immense majority
at the te House—[laughter]—a very “‘strenuous™ major-
ity of one—e pluribus unum—disregardful of international and
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national relations of all sorts, it is true, but still a purely Repub-
lican majority. Can’t you trust him? Can he not trust you?
Can't and the Senate trust one another? Why don’t you go
mwoiouanddothismﬁaing? Why? You are d that the
men who helped you in the campaign with campaign funds may
persuade their laborers that you would hurt them, and that they
themselves will refuse to contribute to your camtgglgn fund if

““revise’’ before election. Isn’t it a real mice thing for poli-
ticians to talk honestly to one another, gentlemen? Thafis what
is the matter, isn't it? udgﬂhter.

Now, Mr. Chairman, this debate seems to have proceeded with
the idea that sugar was the only thing in the world, and the only
thing in this reciprocity treaty or in this bill. Gentlemen seem
to have forgotten that the duty on all articles of whatsoever
nature, and refined sugar even, is reduced by this bill 20 per cent.
Gentlemen seem to have forgotten that we are making a market
in Cuba for Western farm produce and for Southern cottons and
cotton-seed oil. Gentlemen seem to have forgotten everything
but sugar. Some of my friends on this side have caused me to
recall a thing that I had not heard for years, but which came
back to my mind while they were talking. |
the blic of Texas some English noblemen were traveling
through that country. They were entertained by one of the local
magnates who had settled there, and he took the English noble-
men down to the only “gentlemen’s club” existing at that time
within the confines of Republic—the public barroom; and
while down there he concluded he would impress the barkeeper
with the magnitude of his social standing. So he turned to one
of them and said:

“ My lord, I believe you are a marquis in your own country? "

(13 Yes. 7

:' .%nﬂ,’my lord, I believe you are an earl at home? "

& es L

Then he said, ** Jim, these are marguises and earls. What do
you think of that?*

Jim said, ** Oh, well, I don’t care much about that. There
ain't but two classes of men in this place. One is them that
takes sugar in theirn, and the other is them as ain't so durned
particular.” [Laughter.]

Now, I belong to the class that has a very tender and soft feel-
ing for the sngar in a great many things, but I am very much like
that man. Iwould not neglect the real solid elements that enter
into the composition simply for the sake of thesugar. [Laughter.]

Now, one of my friends on this side said something about the
probable position on this question of thzgreatest Democrat that
ever existed, except He who was both God and man, and he abso-
lutely seemed to tﬁmk that that great Democrat agreed with him
about his position in opposition to this bill. Let me call the
attention of my friend to some of the language of Thomas Jeffer-
gon upon this identical sort of question. He says:

Such being the restrictions on our commerce—

Just the situation we are in now, the blican in
power—restrictions upon our commerce—unable to start de novo;
where we could not if we wonld, and would not if we could,
totally reverse the engine, because it would mean revolution and
destruction to a very large extent, but desirous of having freer
relations with the world; Mr. Jefferson says—
the qtz;eggion is, in what way may they best be removed, modified, or coun-

As to commerces, two methods occur, First, friendly arrangements

with the several nations with whom these eﬂsgz or, second, by

the separate act of our own legislatures for countervailing their effects.
There can be no doubt—

Under these restrictions, at that time—

bntth?tof the two, n-iendlyma%genﬁ%ntig now t‘lt:ﬁml?teﬁ tl;la. It‘\i
stead of embarrassing commerce undar piles of regulating laws, du an
prohibitions, could it be relieved from all its shackles in all ﬁthe
wor, eom every country be employed in producing that which nature has
best fi rlt t.oprodtmuce. and ﬁh be tgwto ﬁxla):m :io%':l ;t.hm*h I;-;autm
sgurpluses Wan mass e then 0-
duced of aﬁro? ttl‘mmthingt:' which contribute to human life and hu:mamgp-

Eiﬂpm; the numbers of mankind would be increased, and their conditions

Then he goes on:

‘Wonuld even a single nation begin with the United States this
free commerce, it would be advisable to begin it with that nation;
one by one only that it can be extended to all

It is one by one only, my friends, that under a Republican Ad-
ministration ;ou can procure conditions of freer commerce with
the nations of the world.

Some nation—

Mr. Jefferson proceeds—

mtu]ﬁ;ﬂpetortraawmmemmaﬂihextent,mightgﬁllbewﬂlingto
m

its restrictions and ;pignhﬂons for us, in %mportwn to the advan-
tages urse th ight offer. rly they might
mu: 21% g 11nnbaroo the g:ti‘:a ‘bg l::ied on each si ogyin com-

of d uivalent advan of ano nature.
D e e o 5 LlTnetar sntiting 1t To faves  Tooet BotIEs

m of
ce it is

In- the early days of | cles

Now, my friends upon this side more especially, listen, and I
want to call attention of gentlemen on that side, too, to a very
interesting letter written by one Augnstus G. Payne, acting presi-
dent of the t American Protective Tariff League, an organi-
zation for urpose of keeping up the indissoluble bond of
union between tive robberies, lest if one were turned down
all might, in the}course of time, go. I wish fo read it for the
benefit of both sides:

[The American Protective Tariff Leagune. Devoted to the Protection of

American Labor and Industries. National headquarters, No. 339 Broad-

Leonard streets.]

way, between Worth and
NEW YORK, November 17, 1903.

DeAR Bim: The American Protective Tariff League concerns itself with
no special industry or group of industries, It concerns itself with all indus-
tries. IW gy the friends of protection in every of our coun-
try and gythamnllwuhotararawhohne e so much to

our country.

It tomnkapqglnthombecﬁnmﬂ!mtem,mdhasalm
remained consistent with its record and its principles. The development }(;g
a small tndu.shg which heas a right to live on American soil is a3 much the
concern of the lgﬁ as the prosperity of mighty enterprises.

It is because it eves that a reciprocity treaty or reciprocity legislation

Ehlsmwnn of arti-

try on a favored
to deny to a certain extent or to

forget for the time the great le of protection. Reciprocity in
q:i:tuhpetiﬁve ucts, whatever else it mfy do, tgrlf not possibly hgrmotgixe
pro

Nor can such a from the stand t of protection, be justifi
o matter what ihp:goeadlng u:rea,nc-' matter how dgnning% obj;;n'ﬁ ntj) mattag;
how specially advantageous as any present comm advantage
to ourselves, no matter what party cry is heard. Exceptional conditions
can not excuse and will

not help us.
Thepﬂ.nci%laisdemiod; thatgsthaaarlmfsct. It will not merely return
Inguans;:ishsreandwﬂlrem&inphgulngu,perh&patoomunﬂoms‘ %

to
Nopdoubt of i
tariff reformer favors Cuban becauss it is tariff reform
nists and tariff reformers

that the measure is not out of
hailing it as a real advance toward free
T ho Spicis ot 1805, whets protection bed gone out of fashio to be in
8 W, ou n, BEemS
the air. Cuban reci tg}'o do more to undo the tariff in 1904 than &
sated and complacent prosperity did in 1802,
Bincerely, yours,
Hon. ALBERT 8. BURLESORN, M. C., Washington, D, C.
Reci in competitive whatever else it may do, t
mm}mﬂm”m wipﬂoiﬁ rﬂ""‘d“’:%'n:rr can such apmy g, ﬁ-?rﬁ It]t?e
standpoint of protection, be justified.
Mark this:

No matter w‘dhat its source, no matter how deserving its object, no matter

how ¥ advantageous as respects any present comme: advantage

to ourselves, no matter what party cry is heard, exceptional conditions can
?!:D: eventfﬁal,n g‘gl.ll ?f%&ldn%&sm!y mtmp}.g mﬁd; ‘t})tai:mnnd :uillli
remain plaguing us, perhaps to our undoing. e

God grantit! [La.n&lhter and applause on the Democratic side.
It is true, my friends the enemy, that yuura:srrin iple is denied,’
and it is *‘a serious and eventful fact,” that is why I say
this bill is more important in its remote bearings than in its pres-
ent consideration, If that ﬁreat man, Mr, James (. Blaine, had
lived and had the power to do as he pro , althongh he would
not have done it purposely and willingly, if he had carried out
the policy that he had in his mind, he would have sapped and
undermined your entire wall of protectionism fortifications and
they would have crumbled fo the ground after a while; because
just as surely as you take one man out of the shelter of it and his
self-interest no longer appeals to him or he finds that he prospers
without it, he becomes one of the great body of the le, ceases
to be one of a peculiar class that is *“protected,”” and then he
ceases to give you his political support. Reading further from
this letter, this gentleman says:

Cuban reciprocity will do more to undothe tariff in 190t than a sated and
complacent prosperity did in 15802, \

My friends on the Democratic side of this Chamber, with Jeffer-
son indorsing our position and the Great American Association
of Tariff Barons—the Protective Tariff League—opposing it, how
can we doubt ourselves?

I want to say a few words about the ““sated and complacent
prosperity ** in 1892. My friend from Georgia [er. Mappox] will
remember how complete * the sated and complacent p rity !
was in Georgiaand in Mississippi at that time, with cofton selling
at less than the labor cost of Eroduction. Gentlemen from Kansas
will remember that about that time the people in Kansas were
burning corn for fuel, because it cost lesstoburnit than to sell it.
They will remember that the people were restless and in their
desperation were grasping at desperate remedies; that it was a
time when subtreasury schemes and State socialism were preached
and indorsed all over the West and South. You will remember
that because of the hard conditions of the people in 1889, and in
1890 and 1891, they threw your party out oifpower.

You will remember that Harrison himself said in a newspaper
interview, which I read and have never seen denied, that the
reason he was thrown out of power and Cleveland was elected
was because of the unprecedented hard times and suffering, for
which the people of the South and West, without due reason, held

Avavustus G. P

Acting ident,
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his Administration responsible. Yet the gentleman from Ohio
gets up here and tells you that when Cleveland came into power
the country was in a condition of great prosperity, and this presi-
dent of the Associated Order of Tariff Barons and Be speaks
of the **sated and complacent prosperity of 1892.” Why, Mr.
Chairman, those hard times were not confined to the United
States, The Baring Brothers broke; there was disaster afd panic
in Australia and in the Argentine Republic and all over the world

and it reached us last because we were the strongest nation and
best able to stave it off, but when it reached us we got a very
great dose of it. .

The entire world had been on a boom during the seventies and
early eighties. Towns had been laid out in Virginia and West
Virginia and are still ““laid out,” and for eligible sites 3 miles
out from an imaginary town site peoEe had paid $20 and $30 a
front foot. All this collapsed, and lo! disaster. If you do not
mind you are riding to the same sort of a fall now, and notwith-
standing all your eulogies of the great ** rity *’ that exists
largely in your minds, a collapse will come. The people are find-
ing that by your laws you encourage and keep in power not only
.monopoly, but, because of the tactics which you have pursued, mo-
nopolies which are public swindles and “‘ get-rich-quick*’ cheats.

ere are States which permit the formation of trusts and yet
deny them the right to do business within their own confines; do
not permit them to do businessin the State of their birth, but
create them under the safeguards of the Federal interstate-com-
merce laws to do business in Mississippi, Texas, and Nevada—
combinations that have for their sole purpose nothing else than
harmful action to the consumer. There isa rotten system for
you which must eventually collapse. God grant when the gen-
eral collapse comes that only the speculators, the bankers furnish-
ing them with the money to finance concerns that are not worth
three cents on the dollar, may be injured. Yet men who do this
sort of thing are considered i} be the great *‘ financiers’ of this

country.

Iw%t to call your attention to something in Mr. Harrison's
message in the year 1889. I find in his message of 1892 that he
says our receipts from customs had fallen off §42,000,000 and some
odd hundred thousands, the net loss of revenue from all sources
being $32,675,972 and some cents.

Mr. Harrison went into office with one hundred and some odd
million dollars lying in the Treasury over and above the gold
reserve, and he went out of power with between two and three
million dollars over and above the gold reserve in the Treasury of
the United States, and yetf gentlemen get up here and talk abount
““the great prosperity of 1892, *‘ the sated and complacent pros-
perity of that year.”

Now, I say I like to hear the gentleman from Ohio, General
GROSVENOR. He issuch a magnificently bold and serene prophet.
I myself hardly ever prophesy, and for this reason. I had an old
friend in Mississippi, one of those men who speak magnificent
common sense in rather bad English—and there are a great many
of them through this country—and he said: **John, you have
been elected to Congress; now, don’t go and turn prophet; proph-
ets is mostly darn fools, and they find it out themselves when the
thing they prophesy don't come to pass.”” [Laughter.] Butmy
friend from Ohio is the most exuberant and unscrupulous prophet
that this part of the world ever saw. [Laughter.] I canmnot fol-
low him in that, because I could not beat him at it if I wanted
to, and besides that, even my association with the Republican
membership of this House, which is of the kindliest and most
friendly character, has not got me fo the point where I am
utterly disregardful of some desire to be justified by future
events, [Laughter.]

Now, my friends, the gentleman from Ohio makes a defense
for Calico Charlie Foster which does Calico Charlie proud, and
he has called Charlie Foster to make it himself. Unfortunately,
it happens to be an afterthought in the face of Secretary Foster’s
testimony. I find in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD of March 23,
1897, this order put into the REcorp, sent for by a messenger on
that day, and those of you that were here at the time will remem-
ber it. Hereit is. There is no denying it, forit can not be denied.

BIR: You are hereby authorized and directed to prepare designs for the
B per cent bonds pro éd in Senate amendment to f.ge sundry civil bill now

Remember, now, that it was in obedience to an amendment in
theSenate. TheSenate had provided for a bond issue by an amend-
ment, which was in process of becoming a law, and Secretary
Foster issued this order. I continue to read:

This authority is given in advanceof the enactment in view of the pressing
contingency.

This is dated February 20,1892. The election did not take place
until the succeeding November. Now, even my friend General
(GROSVENOR can not bring a witnessinto court to deny by an after-
%;)lughthix own handwriting and his own statement made at that

e.

Foster

But, Mr. Chairman, that is not all of this. Secreta :
com-

on the hearing before the committee, when he was before
mittee, said:

Now, I want to ss‘&to you that these estimates are based upon conditions
existing prior to the late clection.

That is what he said in his testimony—not as an afterthought
now—in a letter to General GROSVENOR in view of influencing po-
litical conduct now. Mr. Foster can not be heard now todeny his -
then statement that the ** conditions existed prior to the election.”
Then later he was cross-examined, and in answer to a question as
to whether there would be a deficit or not, hesays: ‘I should say
the next fiscal year wounld show a deficit,” '

Mr. TurxER. Can you give an approximate estimate according to all the

datxicoemiblatoycu?
Mr, SECRETARY FosTER. I will only say this, that if I was to have the
upon an increase of revenue to

management of the Treasury I shonld
the extent of sso%o,un

A MeMBER. What are you reading from?

Mr. WILLTAMS of Mississippi. Iam reading from a h in
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 0 ch 25, 1897, by Mr. Doc! , of
Missouri, he having placed these documents there on that day. It
says that he sent to the Treasury t for the original Fos-
ter order, and it came, My friend New York [Mr. PAYNE
will remember that the gentleman from Ohio . GROSVENOR
then disputed Mr. Dockery’s statement, and that Mr. Dockery
sent a messenger down to the Treasury De: ent to get the
original letter of Foster and the hearings before the
committee, and it was all brought here and sprung upon the House
that day like a bombshell,

Mr. BARTLETT. The speech shows that the messenger was
sent for them.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iknow it, and gentlemen who
were here at the time will remember it. My friend from Ohio,
General GROSVENOR, was still denying it, and I reckon he will
go on denying it until the last minute.

My friend from Ohio then attempts to in how it wasthat we
sold goods cheaper abroad, and he had anillustration or an analogy,
and said that he had Jnown *‘ goods are sold cheaper in the spring
time’ than in the balance of the year. Unfortunately these goods
donot happen to be shipped abroad exclusively in the spring time;
some go on ‘‘ other days.”

My friend from Ohio says that with the Republican tariff law
foreign trade has grown immensely. Oh, my friends, that rises
above a jest. How foolish and how partisan that is! Under
?11 mm&wm?mh%smder?ﬂ aorriaaoftariﬁlaw? the

oreign e of this country gone forward, growing by leaps
and bounds, pari passu with the growth of the country. This
country at the od he was speaking of as being at one end of
his comparison some three millions of population, at another
period ten millions of population, and at another one twenty
millions.

The other end of his comparison is the present.

It has eighty-five million soulsnow. Ithasfour timestheamount
of territory that it had at the beginning. It had, let us say, about
three million workersin the fields of industry in the forties. Itnow
has twenty, and yet gentlemen want to claim great Republican
credit because ‘‘our foreign commerce has grown.” ould it
not have been remarkable if it had not grown? Let me tell you
something, gentlemen, in all due honesty. There are 885 poli-
ticians in this end of the Capitol and there are 90 at the other

ing, and if every one of them were to die to-morrow, and not
anog]er Senate or House were to be elected for twenty years, and
the laws were to be left just as they are, or if they were left as
they would be after the Democrats had come into power and
changed them, this great counfry would go on prospering. [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side.] To show how prosperity comes
anyhow, we have prosperity in both home and foreign trade in
spite of a large measure of Republican hindrance.

It wonld go on proa&ering because of the magnificently exten-
sive area in which there is absolutely free, unrestricted, and
untrammeled trade. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The
world has never seen anything like it. It would go on prospering
because it is a conntry of cheap land; and labor and wages are
dependent in the ultimate analysis upon the price at which land
can be boughtor can berented. Man does not get out of agricul-
ture—out of the primitive and best condition of man—and into
other businesses he is paid to do it by greater compensa-
tion. If a man can get land cheap, he can defy anybody that
wants to tyrannize over him in regard to hiswages by going upon
the land and either buying it or renting it or entering it as a home-

It will continue to be prosperous for another reason—because
we are the one people on the globe, except some of our British
cousins in the colonies, where there isabsolutely no caste, wherea
man knows that although he is working to-day pegging shoes he
may the next year be governor or something of that sort, and that
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if he is not, his children may be almost anything—millionaires or

ﬁ;esidents. Men work with hope and with incentive when they
ow that they are not confined within unleapable walls, and will
continue towork. So I say thatitisfolly and partisanship tostand
before the great American people and the world claiming the bene-
fit of everything—our growth and even the discovery of gold in
Alaska, and the invention of the cyanide process of getting more
gold out of a given quantity of ore or getting it out of intractable
ore, and the benefit of all the inventions and all the progress of
the world as fruits of tariff legislation simply because you have
been in power for the Lord knows howlong. Meanwhile we and
the world have been growing in spite of you. ‘‘I bade him mark
that the thrushes still sang.”

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield to a question?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly.

Mr, LACEY. I know that tﬁé gentleman does not desire to
make an ar ent based on a mistake.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly not.

Mr. LACEY. He has made a mistake of just one year in Fos-
ter’s letter. The gentleman has based his argument on the state-
ment that Foster’s letter was written in 1892, when, as a matter
of fact, it was written in February, 1893.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi (after examining the RECORD).
The gentleman is right, I see by reference to the REcorp. I re-
gret exceedingly to have made the mistake. The date is a little
blurred in m§'co1‘11y. The letter was written in February, 1893.

Mr. LACEY. Just about a week before Mr. Cleveland’sinan-

aration.
& Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am very glad to have had
the mistake called to my attention.

Mr. BOWIE. But Harrison wasstill President. [Laughteron
the Republican side.]

Mr. &’ILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am very glad the gentleman
from Iowa has called my attention to that, because I'would not
want an error to go uncorrected into the REcorp, and, frankly,
my argument at that particular point was to a large extent based
on the error now called to my attention.

Mr. LACEY. I do not want my friend, whom I admire so
much, to make a mistake thus early in his leadership.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, I have one consolation
about that,and the country may share that consolation. If a fel-
low on this side of the Chamber makes a mistake in his leader-
ship he does not get many followers, but when a leader makes a
mistake on that gide of the Chamber you all follow him like sheep.
[Prolonged laughter and applause.] So I feel to a certain extent
that I am in the hands of God and my friends. [Laughterand ap-

lanse. |
y One amusing thing about this debate is one of the explanations
given by one of my friends over there—I think it was my friend
whom Ilike very much, very much indeed, Mr. GARDNER of Michi-
He is for this bill now, while he was not for it before, be-
cause they put inthe five-year clause, which prevents them from
changing the legislation in the meanwhile.

In other words, a year ago the cry was, “‘ For heaven's sake do
not enact this legislation; it will ruin us; "’ and now he comes in
and says, *“ Well, it won't ruin us except for five years, and that
is all right.” [Laughter.]

Talking about amending the treaty, my friend from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. Darzery)] said of course I knew it would have to go
back to the treaty powers. Of course it would, but I am informed
that that very proviso sought to be amended—that proviso in ar-
ticle 8—was put on by the te as an amendment to the treaty,
sohaving already one amendment on it, with one more amendment
you could get the treaty back just as quick.

Mr. PAYNE. Oh,no; it has already been to Cuba and hasbeen
ratified.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. With that part of it in it?

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. ) 5

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then my friend from Georgia
[Mr. BarTLETT] had a different idea.

Mr. BARTLETT. That was an amendment put on by the
Senate on the 18th of January, 1903.

Mr. PAYNE. Yes, but it has been to Cuba since and has been
ratified there.

Mr. BARTLETT. When it came over to this country first it
was not on the bill.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. All right. It has been
amended once, but that amendment you say has already received
the confirmation of the Cuban government. 8till it was put onin
the Senate, and if the Senate can amend it, why, then, surely the
gentleman from New York [Mr, PAYNE] ought to be willing tosay
that the House can, becanse he is peculiarly the man that has
always stood for the principle, about the accuracy of which, by
the way, I am not certain, that the House of Representatives in
connection with matters of this sort has equal power with the
Senate and stands upon an exactly equal footing and must be first

consulted. Soif the Senate could amend it, why, then, the House
i)sug_hllsl t’;o be able to amend it too, if the gentleman from New York
right.

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me a word?

M.. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly.

Mr. PAYNE. Of course the House can amend it, but then it
must go to the Senate.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But how if your Senate will
accept the amendment—your Senate for which you are responsi-
ble as a party? It ought to accept it. I expect it would now, be-
cause they have had time to talk the matter over since they acted
before and found out that the sugar trust really will be hurt hy
this amendment, and I know so well this Republican Senate that
I believe if they would find out that they really could thereby
hurt the sugar trust they would adopt the amendment in a minute,
We have convinced them of it now.

As Cuba has to exist since the time when the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. PAY~NE] informed the House last Con-
gress that if we did not act in veryshort order she would cease to
exist—as she has managed to exist during this intervening time,
could she not ma to exist three weeks longer, until we could
cable back and forth a confirmation of this little amendment?

Mr. PAYNE. Now, the gentleman knows that that process
would take months,

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Suppose it did take months.

Mf:('l PAdYNEt:h goil the énea.nt:imeult.ge bzu%ar crop would be har-
vested and gathered, and you wo eclaiming against the
sugar trust that it had bought up all the sugar.

M{. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. How long it would take de-

(B

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman is trying to help the sugar trust
by his amendment.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mlssmmp]ﬂ ‘Well,if I am, the Lord knows
I am unconscious of it. [Laughter,

But I will say in answer to my friend from New York [Mr.
PavNE] that the length of time it would take would depend upon
the care and strennosity brought into action at the other end of the
Avenue. Ifyou could just halfway approximate the celerity that
has lately actuated this Administration in connection with the
new-born Republic of Panama, you would have it back here in
three days. IELm:ght.m' and applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, well, but the minds of the mighty czars in
another place have not operated on this Panama business yet, and
they have operated on this treaty. :

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They will operate quickly in
some way or other, provided the trust is not hurt. [Laughter
and applause on the Democratic side.] They are waiting for us.
Now one of my friends says that this is an unconstitutional
bill, because the Constitution of the United States says that
* all bills ra.isix}l%lrevenue shall originate’ in the House of Rep-
resentatives. e Constitntion of the United States says that,
but it does not say anything but that. It says all *‘bills”
raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives.
It does not say that all treaties raising revenue shall originate
here. The treaty-making power is given in the Constitution without
limitation, save the limitations to the Federal Government itself.
The treaty-making power in its exercise was hedged in by the
necessity of a two-thirds majority in the Senate, and although I
have not studied the question out far enough to know, our fore-
fathers may have thought that that safeﬁgd was sufficient; that
while they would not let the Senate, by a majority, represent-
ing only the States and not the people, ori%uate a revenue meas-
ure, they would let them do it by a two-thirds majority, which
would in all cases probably carry as an incident a majority of the
population of the country.

Now I dwell upon that for this reason: I am known to bea
stickler for the Constitution. Ihave spoken of you gentlemen
over there as schedule fetich worshipers. I am, perhaps, a Con-
stitution fetich worshiper—one of the very few left. ere are
some few on this side. I hope that they will grow in numbers in
the course of time. ButI have always thought that the Consti-
tution was superior to any temporary whim of the le them-
selves, and certainly superior to any temporary whim of Congress;
and if I thought that this was an unconstitntional measure, it
should not have my vote if the whole Democratic party depended
upon it, and if m{lseat. depended upon it, and if a great deal of
everything that I hold most dear in the world depended upon it.
But there is nothing in that.

- Mg‘. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will my friend permit a ques-
on?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In connection with your discus-
sion of the constitutional question, I would like to ask the gentle-
man from Mississippi if he has not forgotten that clause of the
Constitution which confers upon Congress the right to levy and
collect duties? Is not that an exclusive prerogative in Congress?
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. Does not the mentioning of one thing in an organic instrument
of that kind exclude that power from any other?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh,no! Every Federal power
that is conferred upon Congress in the Constitution—nearly every
one of them—is unguestionably subject to execution by the treaty-
making power of the country as well. This is the only one that
has ever been questioned, namely, the one with reference to the
raising of revenue. The others are not even questioned by any-
body. Perhaps the powers are concurrent. I am not passing
upon this question, however, understand me.

Let us see:

For example, Congressis expressly granted the power to ** estab-
lish a uniform rule of naturalization,” to ‘* coin money and regu-
late the value thereof,” to ** establish post-offices and post-roads,’
to ‘* define and punish piracies and felonies on the high seas and

- offenses against the laws of nations,” and yet therehas never been
any dispute about the fact that the treaty-making power of the
United States can enter intoconventions and treaties with foreign
countries concerning naturalization of our citizens there and of
their citizens here.

A few years ago you will remember that there was very much
talk about “‘ international bimetallism ** to bearrived at by treaty
between the great nations of the world. Nobody disputed or
dreamt of disputing the power of the United States to enter by
treaty into such an arrangement, although it involved coinage of
money and the regnlation of the value thereof, We have a half
dozen postal conventions and treaties with foreign countries, and
1no one has ever disputed our aunthority tomakethem. Wehave
many treaties defining certain things as * piracies and felonies
upon the high seas '’—for example, the African slave trade—and
yet all of these powers are expressly granted to Congress in the
Constitution, just as is the power to regulate interstate and for-
eign commerce, and to levy and collect duties.

If oneis an exclusive grant it seems to me thatall are, Inother
words, the grant to the President and the Senate to make treaties
is a broad, general grant in express words, and it is unlimited by
other express words or by any necessary intendment, except the
limitations upon the power of the Federal Government itself.

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin, Will the gentleman permit one

_ more question?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. -

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The power to levy and collec
duties is in express terms conferred on Congress, and is in express
terms conferred nowhere else throughont that instrument. Now,
as I understand you, you hold that by implication that is qualified
in a subsequent clanse which gives to the President and the Sen-
ate the right to make treaties.

" Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not care to get off from
the line of my argnment. There are a dozen places in the Con-
stitution where express powers are conferred npon Congress, and
during the entire history of this country the freaty-making

wer has dealt with the subject-matter of those grants to

ongress.

Now, one gentleman on this side reads a Democratic platform
and he says the Democratic party has pronounced against reci-
procity. When I read it I find it to be that the Democratic party
declared against ‘‘sham Republican reciprocity "—that is, a
reciprocity treaty that did not reciprocate; a treaty that did not

ive anything, did not concede anything in the way of a real re-
g::ction of duties in America, nor really extend our markets
abroad, and treaties, therefore, which did not help the American
consumer nor the American producer.

One gentleman says that this is a Republican bill. Now, Mr.
Chairman, I donot care about the source of any measure. I think
that the man who serves his country best serves his E.::ty best,
and if a man can not serve his party in that way—if he a party
which can not be served that way—I think the sooner he gets
out of that party the better. I know that the Democratic party
id not that sort of a party. [Loud applause.]

I do not care about the source of a measure, if it is right, and
the gentleman’s argument would lead him to take the same posi-
tion as he takes now if faced with the question of reducing the
duty on barbed wire or nails, or agricultural implements—of
refusing to do it because it was piecemeal in the first place, and
in the second place, the recommendation was sent from a Repub-
lican President.

Iam glad to see a Republican President, especially this one,
have a lucid interval. and I am glad to see a Republican majority

_in this House share his lucidity for a short while. [Loud and
long-continued applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to follow
the wide range of this debate and discuss the great variety of

_gubjects that have been brought before the committee. I shall,
however, depart from the line of speaking with reference to this
bill and refer to the definition of protection which was given by

XXXVII—25

the disti hed gentleman from Mississippi who has just ad-
dressed the House. He regarded protection asahothouse policy,
and illustrated his definition very aptly by the article of bananas,
Bananas, I believe, have been npon the free list for nearly twenty
years, and there has been no attempt to stimulate their produc-
tion in this country.

The sane idea of protection is to attempt to establish only those
industries which by nature we are fitted to carry on in this coun-
try. Probably in the course of time, in a geologic age or two,
when the ores'of the older portions of the world had been ex-
hausted, our own resources might have come into play. But the
American people are rather an ambitions people; they did not
care to wait some thousands of years, and they adopted the policy
of protection at first, a rather heroic policy, so that we have wit-
nessed as a result of its application in this country an industrial
development that never before was seen in the world, and we
l&ave also incontestably witnessed a cheapening in the cost of pro-

uction.

Buf to turn to the bill before the Hounse, which deals with an
important volume of trade between two countries, a trade that
now amounts to nearly a hundred million dollars a year, and un-
der the policy of this measure is destined greatly to increase. If
the e aspect of this bill were its most important aspect it
would not have deserved a tithe of the attention it has received
from the country. It has appealed powerfully fo the sentiment
of the American people, and for the last two years no other sub-
ject has been so widely discussed, It has been supported by two
Presidents in succession, and has been made the central policy of
the Administration of the present Executive, who has adgzoered to
it with a persistency and fidelity that do him honor. It occasioned
in the last Congress one of the most angry controversies ever wit-
nessed in Congress.

Surely he must be an ambitions statesman who would not be
content to solve such an important question as this one in a sin-
gle measure, but who would desire to have a measure dealing not
only with Cuba, but incidentally with the rest of mankind. Clo-
ture and drastic rules agairst amendments are weapons to be re-
sorted to on rare occasions, but I think the Republican party,
which is responsible for legislation here, is to be congratulated
that it has asked the House to devote itself to a single great pur-
pose in order that this great question, that has been discussed for
the last two years, s at last be finally settled.

The gentleman from Missouri explained the tactics of the mi-
nority when he said that the way to defeat this measure was fo
adopt the amendment proposed by the minority. I know of no
one, either in this House or out of it, who can employ language
more accurately than the gentleman from Missouri, and he ex-
pressed the exact purpose of that amendment.

As the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means has ex-
plained to the House, the amendment with reference to the five
years’ provision would make it necessary to have a new conven-
tion with Cuba; the present convention having already been ratified
by both Governments, a new convention would have to be made,
This would create delay. The Cuban question would be refurned
to the condition it was in two years ago. In the meantime the
sugar crop that is being harvested in Cuba would not come under
the terms of this bill, and there would be a serious loss to Cuba,
So, I say, let us trifle no longer with the hoc{)e of Cuba kindled by
us two years ago and deferred and deferred again nuntil her heart
is sick. Let us redeem the pledges we have made. if not to Cuba,
at least to the American people in Cuba’s behalf, and pass this
bill without further delay. I am somewhat surprised at the atti-
tude of the gentleman from Mississippi who has just taken his
seat, concerning the power of the treaty-making department of
this Government to pass laws for the internal government of the
United States.

It is a singular position for the gentleman to take, if I have not
misunderstood him, that the Executive and Senate, under the
guise of making treaties, can pass in secret taxation laws for the
American people. James A. Garfield, one of the greatest politi-
cal scholars who ever sat in this House, onice declared that the in-
fringement by the Senate on the constitutional prerogative of the
House in raising revenue, if assented to by us, would inflict a
fatal wound on our system of government. I sabmit that if we
concede to the Senate the right to pass legislation by treaty and
the right to impose taxation by treaty we will have surrendered
the last vestige of popular representative government in the
United States. [Applaunse on the Republican side.]

Let me quote to m some old-fashioned doctrine on this point
from a report that been brought to my attention by my eol-
league on the Committee on Ways and Means, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania. A treaty was é}gnding' before the Senate with
Prussia and other States of the Germanic federation, and the Sen-
ate Commiftee on Foreign Relations made this report to the
Senate through Rufus Choate, one of the greatest lawyers who
ever sat in that body and the greatest advocate who ever spoke
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at the American bar. I ask your attention while I read briefly

from what Mr. Choate says:

i3 S0 e et g 1 o S s
T ol an A

to the particular merits of the treaty, they ad@asﬂmt its ratiflcation.

Then he adds:

The convention which has been submitted to the Senate changes duties
which have been laid by law. It changes them either ex directo and by its
own vigor, or it e the faith of nation and the faith of the Legisla-
ture h which the nation acts to make the . In either &mt it
is the dent and Senate who, by the instrumentality of negotiation, re-

ggnl or materiall regulations of commerce and laws of revenue which
m, had oni‘;in R it
GGtthout engaging at all in an examination of the extent, limits, and ob-

jects of the power to make treaties, the committee believe that the general
rule of our system is indisputably that the control of trade and the function
of taxing belong, without abridgment or to Congress. They
infer this from the lan, of the Constitution, from the nature and -

ciples of our Government, the of blican liberty itself, from
the unvaried practice, evidencing the universal belief of all, in all periods
and of all parties and opinions. think, too, that, as the general rule,

B 4
ntatives of the la, sitfyin in their legislative ca , With
ﬁl{;'én under t]?e eye ol?‘gga ommtrg communicating ﬂeelrsl_i'tti their
constituents, may exercise this power more intelligently, more discreetly,
may acquire more accurate emd.‘pln more minute information concerning t.ga
nmploy::denin n%& edij‘;cern wﬂ.&w tﬁchf ibes and rejects, than
m tht?aagom tgnm of the exacutiv‘;m ent of the Government.

Ecp&i this single ground, then, the committee advise that the treaty be
Te

Now, I hold in my hand a work by Mr. Charles Henry Butler
on the treaty-making power of the United States, in which he
quotes from an eminent German aunthority, an authority who, as
is stated here, has given to the subject a of elaborate and
extended exposition which it has received no writer in our
own tongue. I can not pause long enough to quote in full the
comment of the writer on this subject, but I commend it to you.
It is by Doctor Meier, professorin the university at Leipzig, and it
shows in effect that if the treaty-making power hasthe legislative
power contended for in some quarters we have here as ideal an
oh'%'urchy as was ever established.

0 my mind it is not conceivable that the framers of the Con-
stitution should elaborately construct through many gllgea of that
instrument a legislative machine, shonld carefully define and limit
its powers, and then in two lines with reference to composing dif-
ferences with foreign states it should throw all that machinery
out of gear and construct another legislative machine superior
to it.

The Senate is not constituted upon the poiz;lar principle; it
represents the States as sovereignties. They have equal repre-
sentation without regard to population. man in one State
has one hundred times the voice in choosing it that one man has
in another State. In the House, on the other hand, the Members
represent substantially equal populations. This nation was based
on the proposition that those who paid the taxes should say,
speaking through their Representatives, what taxes should be im-
posed. And unless the framers of the Constitution were greatly
mistaken, unless the great contemporary expounders, lgd.m on
and Hamilton, were mistaken, unless the b]azine% lesson of our
Revolution was lost n the men who established it in war, the
Constitution conferr tgon the House a real power and not the
shadow when it gave it the right to originate revenue bills,

Now, I wish to call the attention of the House for a few moments
to the effect of this measure; but I will say in leaving the subject
of the Senate, which the gentleman from Mississippi has intro-
duced, that the Senate is made up in the main of very eminent
men. Most of them derive their lineage from the House of Rep-
resentatives. They would make a virtuous oli v, I doubt not;
but I do not believe that the American people are yet prepared
to have it written, as the preamble to their laws, ‘* Be it enacted
by the Senate of the United Statesin executive session assembled.”
[Langhter and applause on the Republican side.]

This bill proc upon the theory that there should be reci-
procity between this country and Cuba, and I think *‘ reciprocity *’
is a word that no gentleman on either side of the House can prop-
erly take offense at. I believe that the first reciprocity treaty
was negotiated by Richard Cobden, and that the greatest advo-
cate of reciprocity in our time was William McKinley. Thename
of one is a synonym for free trade, and the name of the other isa
synonym for protection.

Reciprocity goes upon the theory that there are oftentimes, in
the relations of two people, conditions that make it pecu]jarl}y]
proger that they shall have reciprocal trade arrangements wit
each other. The position of Cuba, her political relations to this
conntry, the fact that American interests predominate there, the
fact that we buy nearly all she has to sell, and sell her a great
portion of what she buys, make her case, it seems tome, as strong
a one as could be imagined for the application of the principle of

ty.
ith reference to the fiscal features of the bill, the chairman
of the Committee on Ways and Means has pointed out that the
decrease in revenue will be about $6,000,000 a year, but thata

description of measures will

sufficient revenue will still be left with which to run our own
Government. A deficit is a governmental institution which I
think it is well to avoid, but there is a grave distinetion between
mere narrowness of revenue, which is the keenest spur to the
economical expenditure of public money, and that great and
yawning chasm between income and outcome which we witnessed
ten years ago, in which the public credit itself was engulfed.
But even from that standpoint of revenue it is clear that while
at the beﬁning we shall lose some $6,000,000 a year, the proba-
bility is that within the five years of this convention or sooner
than that we shall have at least 20 per cent increase in the im-
ports from Cuba, and that will place our revenue upon Cuban
products where it is to-day.

Now, with reference to the iar trade relations of this
country and Cuba. During the fiscal year we took of Cuba’s
total exports some 77 cent, and we sold to her about 42 per
cent of what she bought from the rest of the world., This was
taking a larger f1:»1'01,1(.'cr1:1t:m from her of what ghe sold than she
took from us of her purchases, and the treaty recognizes this
fact, for while it levies a uniform reduction of 20 per cent upon
Cuban products coming into our markets, it gives our products
going to Cuba a reduction of from 20 per cent to 40 per cent.

The details of the Cuban trade which have been brought to the
attention of the committee by my colleagues show the evidence
upon which we may expect a great gain to our own commerce,

ere were, for instance, under the head of alimentary articles—
articles of food and drink—brought from the United States into
Cuba about $3,700,000 worth per year, and from other countries
about $13,000,000 per year. These articles are largely the product
of our agricnlture and of our fisheries, and under the duties which
are prescribed by this bill the United States will almost inevitably
get all this trade. Then there is another item of wearing apparel,
of boots and shoes, and cotton, and similar articles, of which the
United States last year sold to Cuba §1,127,000 worth, while Cuba
bought from the rest of the world $10,186,000 worth. This item
will almost certainly sggear in the trade of the United States.
And then in cattle—Cuba imported from the United States cattle
to the value of $§3,347,000, and from the rest of the world
$6,772,000. Here is an o?portnnity for a further expansion of
trade in a product of our farms.

. The effect upon the beet-sugar industry has caused alarm, and
very naturally so, to those Representatives in this House that
come from States largely interested in the manufacture of beet
sugar. I do not think it is in a particle of danger. Suppose that
the reduction proposed by this bill to 1.35 cents a pound upon
raw sugar should measure the entire protection that would exist
upon sugar after the passage of this bill—and I feel confident that
it will not—I think it is susceptible of demonstration that the pro-
tection will be substantially what it is at the present time, .ant
suppose that the amount of 1.35 cents will measure the full
amount of g;otecﬁon. It seems to me that the beet-sugar indus-
try would be entirely safe even with that amount of protection.
In the testimony taken before the Committee on Ways and Means
two years ago our collector at Habana, Mr. Bliss, testified that
he had examined the returns from eight different plantations and
he found the average cost of making sugar there and of taking it
to the port of shipment was 2,/ cents. Mr. Atkins, who is a suc-
cessful business man and a sugar manufacturer, reached substan-
tially the same conclusion.

All the evidence that counld be called evidence went to show
that it cost the Cuban at least 2 cents a pound to make his raw
sugar. Now, if to that you add this 1.35, and if to that you add
the freight rate and the insnrance and other charges, he can not
afford to sell his sugar in the New York market for less than
three and about seven-eighths of a cent a pound, and it must
after that be refined, so that a price would be reached at which it
would clearly be profitable to make refined sugar here.

Mr, Oxnard, who has been as much identified with the manu-
facture of beet sugar as any man in the United States, put forth
a statement after he had been engaged in that business nine years
to the effect that at 4 cents a pound and allowing the farmer $4
per ton for his beets there was then a profit of about 43 per cent
upon the cost of the material and labor employed, and that in
selling the refined product at 4 cents a pound. Nota small profit °
by any means. As a matter of fact he would get nearer 5 than
4 cents a ponnd. Is it not, therefore, clear that under this duty
of 1.35 per pound, which is a specific duty equivalent to an ad
valorem duty of nearly 80 per cent including the freight, our beet-
sugar Emducera have nothing whatever to fear?

ut I have been acting upon the assumption that the total pro-
tection afforded the beet-sugar grower would be the duty as
against Cuban sugar under this bill. It seems to me there is no
doubt that during the five years that this convention is to last
the protection will be substantially that afforded by existing law.
I arrived at that conclusion in this way: At present we make in
the United States and in Hawaii and Porto Rico about 900,000
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tons of sugar each year. We consume about 2,600,000 tons. This
leaves an enormous deficit that must be ied from the markets
of the world. Even if we take the entire production of Cuba
at the greatest amount it has ever reached. at about 1,000,000
tons, we still have a great deficit of six orseven hundred thousand
to:

ns,

That we must bring in from abroad and must pay for in the
world's price, which is fixed at Hamburg. The price, then,in New
York will be the Hamburg price, plus the freight and plus the
full duty. Now, Cuban sugar in New York will gell Tgrecisely
on a parity with Hamburg sugar, grade for grade. e sugar
refiner will not buy Hamburg sugar when there isacargo of Cuban

ar beside it t would be sold for a particle less. They

ill both bring the same price. The result, therefore, is that the
Cuban sugar will get the Hamburg price, g}us the Hamburg
freight, plus the duty. In other words, the Cuban planter
will get the advantage of the difference between our £Jty as
against Hamburg sngar and our duty as against Cuban sugar.
Now, this will be a very important matter to him, and it will bs a
matter of little consequence to us.

I think, therefore, that these conclusionsare very clear from the
situation, first, that the reduction of duty will not materially
affect prices here and will go to the Cuban planter; second, that
the reduction will gradually result in an increase of exports from
Cuba to the United States and from the United States to Cuba;
and third, that the United States sugar producers will be unaf-
fected. I should perhaps slightly qualify this last statement.
There will perhaps be a gradual lowering of the price. If the
effect of this bill shall be an increased production of sugar in
Cuba, as I think it will, then there will be the amount of that in-
crease added to the world's supply of sugar, and to that extent
there will be a lowering of the world's price; but that will be a
slow process and an almost imperceptible one, and our beet-sugar
manufacturers will be substantially unaffected until the produc-
tion from Cuba shall reach that point where, combined with the
production of the United States, it will be substantially enough
to meet the consumption of the United States.

Mr. WM. ALD SMIT Is the gentleman unwilling to
admit that if Cuba progresses as ghe has in the past few years
she may reach that point before this convention expires?

Mr, McCALL. Mr. Chairman, I think there is very little like-
lihood that that will occur. In thefirst place, we had a convention
with Cuba under the terms of the McKinley Act. That treaty was
in effect for three years. At that time Cuba had free sugar, and
yet the total net result of the operation of that convention was
that for three years the sngar production of Cuba increased only
to the extent of about 200,000 tons.

Mr, WM. ALDEN SMITH. But we were producing no beet
sugar at that time.

. McCALL. That may be, but beet sugar is merely a drop
in the bucket in our consumption.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Oh, no.

Mr, McCALL. While the great bulk of the sugar consumed in
this country comes from the world outside, Cuba had free access
to our markets, and yet she only increased her production 200,000
tons in three years.

Then again I will say to the gentleman that Cuba is interested
in other industries. Tobacco is a most important industry in
Cuba. She can not take all of her population and set them to
raising sugar. She has a limited population and a limited supply
of labor, and it is very unlikely that there should be such a sud-
deil :;;crease 1}111a prodsla:lic&:ion as t?}fa gentleman fears, -

ve, perhaps, more n is necessary concerning the
financial featureg of this measure in view of the clear sentiment
of the House upon the bill. I wish to say a word about those
weightier considerations of a high political and moral character
thatare based nof upon mere expediency, but that grow ont of the
demands of justice. An individual man, strong and rich, may
not with impunity oppress another who is weak and poor, because
he is held in terror by the law. But what court is there which
could enter and enforce a decree against the United Statesin favor
of Cuba? Her case therefore calls for the exercise of that higher
and more difficult, becanse merely voluntary, justice which a
strong nation measures out to a weak one.

Cuba is not strong enough physically to enforce any claim
against the United States. She hasno army or navy. Sheisjust
entering upon her career as a nation. She is absolutely in the
hollow of our hands, so that whatever we do for her will not be
domz:l:uﬁ us out of fear, but will come about by the operation upon
our will of the abstract principles of justice, Cuba has already
done something at our dictation., She has surrendered to us im-
portant naval stations u her sonthern coast, and surrendered
them at our demand. She has also imposed very serious limita-
tions upon her power to treat with other nations, and she has done
this upon our demand. ;

‘We have put Cuba in a position where she can safely make no

trade compact with any other nation than ourselves. We have
resting upon us the obligations of a mother to a daughter. Her
government has been reared upon soil soaked by the blood of our
soldiers, and it exists because of the battles that have been fought
by Americans upon her territory and upon the seas that surronnd
her and on the other side of the world. She guards the approach
to theisthmian canal and the mouths of the Mississippi. H:gr

and happiness are most important tous. Her prosperity con-
duce to ourrepose as well as our renown, and the Members of this
Honse have an opportunity to-day to add agprecisblyto the glory
and to serve the honor of their country by voting for this bill
v?jlth]snbstantial unanimity, [Loud applause on the Republican
gide. -

Mr, PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I suppose that under the rule,
general debate being closed, the committee will rise.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman nof desire to occupy
any more of his time?

Mr. PAYNE, Ido not.

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will now rise.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that, under
the rule of the House adopted on Monday, the House had been in
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union con-
sidering the bill H. R. 1921, and in pursnance of the rule the
committee had risen, and on its behalf he reported the bill back
to the House. -

The SPEAKER. In accordance with the gpecial order made
by the House, the question recurs on the engrossment and third
reading of the bill,

* Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker—

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I desire to be recognized for
the p of moving to recommit with the following instruc-
tions. I ask that the motion be read.

The SPEAKER. One moment.

Mr. PAYNE. I make the pointof order, Mr. Speaker, that that
motion is not in order under the rule.

The SPEAKER. It is not now, and would not be in order now
if the rules were in force.

Mr. PAYNE. It would not be in order at any time under this
resolution.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then I ask to be recognized at
the proper time, immediately after the third reading of the bill,
for the pu:KcE%%f offering the motion.

The SPE . The questionis on the engrossment and third
reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and
it was accordingly read the third time.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I now ask to be
recognized for the purpose of offering a motion, which I send to
the Clerk’s desk, to recommit with certain instructions.

Mr. PAYNE. To that, Mr. Speaker, I make a point of order.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I ask unanimons consent that
the Clerk may read the motion before the Chair rules, for the in-
formation of the House.

Mr. PAYNE, We have had that amendment read galore, and

I objeet to it.
The reading of the amend-

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi.
ment will not hurt you.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi states that
he desires to move to recommit the bill, with certain instructions,
to the Committee on Ways and Means. That fact is sufficient to
notify the House and the Chair of the desire of the gentleman
from Mississippi, and the gentleman from New York makes the
point of order that a motion to recommit is not in order under the
special order adopted by the House. The Clerk will read the spe-
cial order under which the House is now proceeding.

The Clerk read as follows:

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolution of the Housa
numbered 17, have had the same under consideratic—,and ask leave to report
e T -

**Re. immy tely on the adoption of this rule, and immediatel
after the reading of the Journal on each day thereafter u:utig' the bill hereiuy:
after mentione& shall have been disposed of, the House shall resolve itself
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for considera-
tion of the bill H, R. 1921, & hill t.ocanainto effect a convention between the
United States and the Republic of Cuba, signed on the 11th day of December,
1902; that not later than 4 o'clock on November 19 general debate shall be
closed in Committee of the Whole, and whenever general debate is closed the
committee shall riseand report the bill to the House; and immediately the
House shall vote without debate or intervening motion on the engrossment
and third reading and on the passage of the bill.”

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimons consent that the motion be read for the information
of the House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that
the motion be read for the information of the House,
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Mr, PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Missis-
sippi if this is the same motion which he read in Committee of
the Whole and is now a part of the record?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The House will not know until
after it is read. ;

Mr. PAYNE. It isthe same amendment that the gentleman
read in Committee of the Whole?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is the same amendment.

Mr. PAYNE. Then I object, because it has already been read.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Do I understand that the
Chair has ruled the amendment out of order?

The SPEAKER. The Chair is about to rule.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iwas merelyanticipating the
well-known tendencies of the Chair. [Laughter,]

The SPEAKER. The special order nnder which the House is
proceeding has just been read,and that order provides that with-
out intervening motion the House will vote on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill. The House has voted, and the bill
has been read for the third time. And it also provides that with-
out intervening motion the House will vote npon the passage of
the bill. Under the rulesof the House ordinarily, without a spe-
cial order, the gentleman’s motion at this stage of the proceeding
would be in order, but this order changes the rule and cuts the
gentleman's motion off by prior action of the House. Therefore,
the Chair holds that the gentleman’s motion is not in order.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr, § er, would it be in
order to discuss the ruling of the Chair? Does the Chair wish to
hear me upon that point? Then I shall take an appeal from the
decision of the Chair, and I would like to make a few remarks
upon that.

Mr. PAYNE. Imake the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that it
is dilatory, and that under the rule that has been adopted by the
House it can not be entertained.

Mr, WILLITAMS of Lﬁssissiplﬁ. ‘Well, Mr. Speaker, I want to
discuss that point of order which the gentleman from New York
has just made.

Mr, PAYNE. Then I make the further point of order to that
discussion under the rules.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman from New
York can not make the point of order that thisisdilatory, because
as a matter of fact it is not dilatory, and I have the floor.

Mr. PAYNE, I can make the point of order if the gentleman
has the floor.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi.
discuss the point of order.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr, Speaker, debate is never in order except for
the benefit of the Chair.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has the privilege of hearing the
gentleman upon the point of order.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Undoubtedly; and I only want
about five minutes,

The SPEAKER. If the present occupant of the chair under-
stands the rule, it is entirely within the province of the Chair to
hear the gentleman upon the point of order; and the Chair, desir-
ing to be entirely courteous to the gentleman from Mississippi,
will listen to what he has to say upon the point of order.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Itisan old adage, Mr. Speaker,
that a subject is always grateful to Caesar for special indulgences.
[Launghter.] In order to show that this motion is not dilatory, I
want to call the attention of the Speaker to the fact that it has
been the persistent effort of the minority npon this side to obtain
a vote npon this motion. Whatever other point of order may be
made against it, and some other point of order might possibly be
sustained, the point of order that this is dilatory can not be sus-
tained. My object in offering this resolution is not to delay, and
the word ** dilatory *’ means delay; but it is to let the country and

* the people who control us all understand the nature of the amend-

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to

ment which we offer and would like to get a vote upon from the |

House if we can. . =

‘Whatever objection may be made to it, therefore, it is not
offered for purposes of delay. It is offered in good faith and sin-
cerely for the consideration of the House, and in order to prove
that, Mr. Speaker, I will not read the resolution.

The SPEAKER. The
moment. The Chair will hear from the gentleman from New
York, who desires to be heard briefly on this point.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr, Speaker, allow me to con-
clude my remarks and I will be through in a sentence. I think
it is important to the Chair’'s consideration of the question as to
whether this is dilatory or not to read the motion.

The SPEAKER. e Chair has fairly indicated that he de-
sires to hear from the other side upon this point of order.

Mr. PAYNE. Mzr. Speaker, I made_the Iicl;'mt of order, first,
that it is dilatory. The late Speaker Crisp held fime and again
that a motion was dilatory when it delayed action, no matter what
the intention of the mover was, whether he made it as a dilatory

%entleman will please suspend for a | Bates,

motion with a desire to delay business or not. The House has
decided to vote first upon the engrossment and third reading of
this bill, and then, withount intervening motion, to vote upon the
passage of the bill—without intervening motion or debate, to vote
upon the passage of the bill.

The word “ debate ' is not in

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi.
the rule.

Mr. PAYNE. Now, this amendment offered is certainly an in-
tervening motion. Imade the pointof order that the amendment
was not in order because obnoxious to the special rule of the House,
and the Chair sustained that motion. We are here waiting un-
der the rule for the final vote upon this bill. Whatever motion
the gentleman makes under any of the general rules of the House
which delays a vote upon this bill for a single moment is delay and
should be ruled out as a motion causing delay, a motion that de-
lays the action n&:»on the bill. But, further than that, Mr. Speaker,
the House decided by a fair majority on Monday last that this
vote shonld be without any intervening motion, and here we have
anappeal to the House. If is an intervening motion, so that upon
every ground—upon the ground of delay or upon the ground that
it is an intervening motion—it is clearly out of order,

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. The Chair is prepared to rule.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Before the Chair rules—

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not desire to hear the gentle-

man.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. One reply to the gentleman
from New York—

The SPEAKER. It needs no reply. [Laughter.]

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I think so myself.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is prepared to rule. The Clerk
will read section 8 of Rule XVII,

The Clerk read as follows:

All incidental questions of order arising after a motion is made to the pre-
vious question, and pending such motion, shall be decided, whether ox appeal
or otherwise, without debate.

The SPEAKER. If, under the rules, the previous question has
been moved upon the question arising, there are many precedents
where points of order would be entertained, and, of course, if
entertained, be subject to appeal, unless they be dilatory, when
they would come under another rule. Now, the House, after de-
bate, has adopted this special order upon a yea-and-nay vote with
a full House, and we are proceeding under the special order, which
cuts off a motion to recommit, which motion would otherwise be
in order. When the gentleman seeks to make the motion to re-
commit, the Chair necessarily, under the order of the House, sus-
tains the point of order to that motion. The gentleman appeals
from the ruling of the Chair. The Chair thinks the better prac-
tice is not to invoke the rule touching dilatory motions except in
cases where the purpose to delay is plainly evident, and the Chair
would prefer to err, if it errs at all, npon giving the House the
right to express its will; and although the House may have ex-
pressed its will otherwise heretofore, the Chair is proceeding
under the order of the House in making the ruling, from which
ruling the gentleman from Misgissippi appeals. The Chair there-
fore entertains the appeal. [Applause on Democratic side.]

; ]1:1&. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the appeal on the
able.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from New York, who moves to lay the appeal on the table.

Mr. WILLTAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, in order to save
time I think we might as well have the yeas and nays upon the
motion to lay the appeal on the table, and I demand them.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The guestion was taken; and there were—yeas 194, nays 163,
answered present 2, not voting 22, as follows:

YEAS—14,
Acheson, Burkett, Douglas, Hamilton,
Adams, Pa. Burleigh, Dovener, Haskins,
Adams, Wis. Burton, Draper, Haugen,
| Alexzander, Butler, Pa. Dresser, Hedge,
| Allen, erhea riscoll, way,
Al Calderhead, Driscoll
Ames, Campbell, Dunwell, Henry, Conn.
| Babeock, Capron, Dwight, Hepburn,
| Bartholdt, Cassel, Esch, Hermann,

2 Conner, Evans, Hildebrant,
Bede, Cooper, Pa. Fordney, Hill, Conn.
Beidler, Coopar, Wis. Foss, Hinshaw,
Bingham, Cousins, Foster, Vt. Hitt,

Bir I Cromer, Fowler, EUﬁ?‘

Bishop, Crumpacker, French, Holliday,
Boutell, Currier, Fuller, Howell, N. J.
Bowersock, Curtis, Gaines, W. Va. Howell, Utah
Brandegee, Dalzell, Garduner, Mass. Huff,

Bradley, Danie! Gardner, Mich. Hughes, W. Va.
Brick, Darragh, Gardner, N. J. Hh.

Brooks, Davidson, Gibson, Humphrey, Wash.
Brown, Pa. Davis, Minn Gillet, N. Y. Jackson, Md.
Brown, Wis. Dayton, Gillett, Cal. Jackson, Ohio
Brownlow, Deemer, Gillett, Mass, Jenkins,
Buckman Dick, Graff, Jones, Wash
Burke,S. Dalk. Dixon, Greene, Kennedy,



£o the appeal was laid on the table.

The Clerk announced the following pairs:

Until further notice:

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. CLARK,

For the special session:

Mr. LirTLEFIELD with Mr. SMALL,

For one week:

Mr. Mupp with Mr. WiLLianm W. KiTcHIN,

Until Saturday next:

Mr. Burk of Pennsylvania with Mr, Byrp.

For this day: L

Mr. LiTTAUER with Mr. RicHARDSON of Tennessee,

Mr. FrLack with Mr. RIcHARDSON of Alabama.

Mr. CusEMAN with Mr, CooPER of Texas.

Mr. NEVIN with Mr. WEISSE.

Mr. PoweRs of Massachusetts with Mr. MCDERMOTT.

Mr. PaLMER with Mr. CLaupE KITCHIN,

Mr. GoEBEL with Mr. Mikrs of Indiana.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GorseL]. I voted *‘no.”” I desire to
withdraw my vote and to be marked ‘‘ present.”

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I voted ‘“no;” but I am paired with
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LirTLEFIELD] and I desire to
withdraw my vote and be recorded ** present.’’

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr.Speaker, I was requested by my colleague
[Mr. CooprEr of Texas] to state that he was unexpectedly and
unavoidably detained by business, and he asks to be excnseg
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_thcham, Mann, Powers, Me. Stevens, Minn, Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state
Kinkaid, i Ranon i that my colleague [Mr. BYRD] is absent at home on account of
Knopf, Martin Roberts, Thomas, Iowa sickness in his family. d=if i ey L
Kyle, ﬁﬁ'ﬁ“f‘ Eodenbers, Tirrell, The SPEAKER. 'trhhe gentleman from thassl_ ppi wﬂh sg
%‘%ﬁ' ' ﬁm g{:n, %ﬁ?’m"* ; i‘% t‘é:a"‘i“' ;:111121 the Chair that these statements are not in order under the
Tandis, Freferick Moon. Pa. Sibley, Vreelan Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I had not thought of that.
Lauping: Horgan, e, e b, The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.
Lm“;‘;";““‘ Mgrrﬁeock, Smith, L Wanger, The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon the passage
Ifg':lgv?_ﬂh, %?)ghm ES‘;;JI :tt:'é:;wnlei W gmk of the biL i ced that th
Toud. bt Om‘:;d. Smith, Wi, AldenWatson, The queshontwg talggn, and the Speaker announ at the
Loudenslager, = Otis, Smith, Pa. Weems, ayes appeared to have it.
ring, tjen, Snnfgﬁ Wiley, N, J. Mr. FORDNEY. I demand the yeas and nays.
e Qyeajsoch kst rd, o The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays.
He(liear:a{ WMinn Pa{t;‘;;,n, Pa Sp.?;ding" 2 Woodyard, The SPEAKER. Twenty-three gentlemen have arisen, not a
McCreary, Payne, Sperry, Wright, sufficient number, and the % and nays are refused.
McLachlan, earee: St P Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I call for a division.
e NIAEA, e ity Mr. PAYNE. Itis toolate. [Cries of ““Too late!™]
hon, Porter, 5 By s
s S e Eekite L e e ek te b s eniit
TFoster, L. Lewi Shacklefo
iﬂm, ” Gaines, Tenn, Lg;fi’?‘ Sha.troih.rﬁ' Mr, WM. ALDEN SMITH. I was. e
Badger, Garber, Lindsay, Shep The question was taken; and the House divided, when there
Baker, Garner, Little, Sherley, 935 91
Bankhead, Gilbert, Livernash, Shober, were—ayes 250, noes <1.
Bartlett, Gillespie, u-.magston, Shull, So the bill was passed. [Loud applause.] )
D ey S 5 S U On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote by
Eell, Cal. agod?.“ 50 ncAndféws, smfr.h, Ky. which the bill was passed was laid on the table.
. any. G’DD—IL‘G‘D, McClellan, Smit.h. Tex. LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS.
Benton, Granger, McLain, Bnook, ol 5 3
Bowers, Gregg, McNary, Southall, Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that all who have
Bowle, e, L §P?r1‘:€1ma spoken in the debate on the bill be allowed to extend their remarks
s Guder, i Epight, in the RECORD within the next five days.
Broussard, Hamlin, Maynard, Stephens, Tex. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
Brundidge, Hardwick, ﬁe!'er',l!ﬂ 8 u}m' Y mous consent that all who have spoken onthe billmay have leave
] e Hay et S to extend their remarks in the RECORD for the next five days. Is
Burnett, Henry, Tex 8 n there objection? [After a panse.] The Chair hears none.
e el S S bsovNIENT oV
we! 5 5 h ‘
Candlens S10DKl g‘omﬂ’ oy 0t Mr. PAYNE. On consultation with several Members it would
g mm, < i Puio, Thomas, N. O seem more convenient, I think, if we should adjourn from to-day
n Howell, Ralney, Thompson, until to-morrow, and then to-morrow adjourn until Tuesday next.
Cowherd, Hughes, N. J RR::gg l‘LTf'.:: %*'%ﬂh e, It will be impossible to transact any business until the committees
e Homp Roid, ¥ oataroud, are announced, and I would like to have unanimous consent now
&rey, ; gs.gma. deai, 'g‘?ﬁ Duzer, that when the House adjourn to-morrow it be to meet on Tuesday
. ohnson. laer, e, ncxt'
Egni’;mnd‘ Ll Va. R“;f;{,{‘ E’;:},}gj’“ The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
Dickerman, Keliber, Robertson, La.  Wiley, Ala. mous consent that when the House adjourn to-morrow it adjourn
Dinsmore, Kline, Robinson, Ark.  Williams, IIL to meet on Tuesday next. Is there objection?
Dougherty, S ntte, Sobtaeon, Toa.— * W iitismns Mie, Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will be forced to object
Emerich, Lamar, Fla, Rucker, ‘Wilson, N. Y, . PpL ject.
Field, Lamar, Mo, Ruppert, Wynn, Mr. PAYNE. I asked unanimous consent tomake a motion to
Filagern Loare Ryan, - 2 O WILL TAMS of M I shall not object to that
H : 5 : X of Mississippi. Is not object to that.
F‘i&%?m Iljc?v?%erl," éﬁagg{.?ngh' Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent to make that motion.
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—2. Cth_Je EPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Miers, Ind. Small. Alr [1ears none.
NOT VOTING—22. Mr, PAYNE. Now, I move that when the House adjourn to-
Burk, Pa. Goabel, Littlefield, Richardson, Ala. | morrow it adjourn to meet on Tuesday next.
Byrd, Grosvenor, McDermott, hardson, T'enn. The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.
e Ritehta, Claude Nggif{. A REPRINT OF BILL,
SussmAn, i Win W, SRty Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent for a

reprint of House bill 84, introduced by me.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent for a reprint of House bill 34, Is there objection?

Mr. PAYNE. Let us hear the title.

Mr. SULZER. It is entitled **A bill toregulate commerce with
foreign nations, to make preference in the use of American vessels
in the postal service at sea,and to promote American commerce.’’
The supply is exhausted.

Mr. PAYNE. IthinkIshallhave toobject to that, Mr. Speaker.
There is too much of it. [Laughter.] I move that the House do
now adjourn.

ADDITIONAL LABORER IN BATHROOM.

Mr. HILDEBRANT. Mr. Speaker, I presenta privileged reso-

Iution.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, from the Com-
miftee on Accounts, R‘resenta a privileged report.

Mr. HILDEBRANT. It is not a report from the Committee
on Accounts. Itisa ‘Frivilegwed resolution.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio presents a privi-
leged resolution, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby anthorized and directed to
employ an additional laborer in the bathroom during the remainder of the
present fiscal year, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House at the
rate of §60 per month. ;

Mr, PAYNE. It distresses me very much to make the point of
order against that resolution.

The SPEAKER. Perhaps the matter can be adjusted.
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Hl[r. HILDEBRANDT, It tends to the organization of the
ouse.

The SPEAKER. It may tend to its comfort. [Laughter.]
The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous consent for the pres-
ent consideration of the resolution. Is there objection? [&t&r
a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The guesﬁon was taken; and the resolution was agreed to.

Mr. PAYNE, Irenew the motion to adjourn.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, Mr. WILEY obtained leave of absence
for ten days, on account of important business.

Mr. PAYNE. Irenew my motion to adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and
88 minutes p.m.) the House adjourned.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive communi-
cation was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:
A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with
a favorable recommendation, a draft of a bill to control i
in forest reserves—to the Committee on the Public Lands,
ordered to be printed.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3456) for the
relief of W. W. Jackson; and the same was referred to the Com-
mittee on War Claims,

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS,

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
gfuthe following titles were introduced and severally referred as

ollows:

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4482) for the relief
of tobacco to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 4483) declaring the tunnelsunder
the Chicago River an obstruction to navigation, and for other
purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreig: erce.

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 4484) app ting the use of
certain old Springfield breech-loading rifles to the old guard and
Grand Army of the Republic drill corps, in the various States of
the Union—to the Committes on Military Affairs,

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 4485) to construct a road from
the army post at Chickamanga National Park, Georgia, to the
rifle range and military range at or near Waco, Ga.—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 4486) for the erection of
an equestrian statue of Maj. Gen. John Stark in the city of Man-
chester, N. H.—to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 4487) for the construction of
a free public trail from the eastern slope of the Sierra Nevada
Mountains, in Inyo County, Cal., to the summit of Mount Whit-
ney, California—to the Committee on Militm% Affairs,

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 4488) toreduce
import duties on articles the and products of certain coun-
tries—to the Commitfee on Ways and Means. :

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R, 4489) to amend section 64 of the
banimﬁtclz act—to the Commitiee on the Judiciary.

"By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 4490) to establish a fish hatch-
eryand fish station in the State of Maryland—to the Committee
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. o

Also, a bill (H. R. 4491) to establish a permanent military camp

und in the vicinity of Oakland, in Garrett County, Md.—to the
mmittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 4492) to provide for the erection
of a public building at Portland, in the State of Maine—to the
Committee on Public Bnilding and Grounds.

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 4493) to provide for a mac-
adamized roadway from the town of Sharpsburg, Md., to the
Connecticut monument on the battlefield of Antietam—to the
Committee on Military Affairs. :

Also, a bill (H. R. 4494) to provide for the erection of a monu-
ment to the heroes of the war of the American Revolution—to
the Committee on the Library. fod

Also, a bill (H. R. 4495) to establish a national military park at
Fort Frederick, Md.—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4496) to amend an act entifled **An act to
extéex;d 1;}.1;]3J fme-delivery; system egfgthe Poatg—(;igst? ?gpti;ﬁ%ent,
and for other purposes,’” approved January 3, — om-
mittee on the E’osb—()fﬁma and Post-Roads.

* By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 4497) to amend the laws relat-
ing to the issuance of bonds by municipalities in Territories so as
to include the issuance of the same for gas and electric lighting
purposes—to the Committee on the Territories.

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 4498) for the protection and

improvement of harbor on Mississippi River at Natchez, Miss,—
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. :

By Mr. SPAREMAN: A bill (H. R. 4499) to provide for the
construction of a revenue cutter of the first class for service in the
waters of Key West, Fla.—to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4500) authorizing, empowering, and direct-
ing the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries to establish in the
State of Florida, on the Gulf of Mexico, a station for the investi-
gation of problems connected with the marine-fishery interests of
the region—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4501{ in relation to claims arising under the
provisions of the cap and abandoned property acts, and for
other purposes, and to amend and revive hﬁe same—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims,

By Mr. LAMAR of Florida: A bill (H. R. 4502) to grant land
to the State of Florida for the use of the normal college for white
pu;i‘ils at De Funiak Springs and for the use of the normal college
afj;a aai}nhaﬂxee for colored pupils—tothe Committee on the Public

nds.

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4503) in relation to
the expense of holding courts of the United States in the northern
and middle districts of Alabama—to the Committee on the Judi-

ciary.

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 4504) for the benefit of offi-
cers who served over three years during the civil war and over
thirty years since, and who have retired on account of disability
incurred in the line of duty since the close of the Spanish-
American war—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 4505) to make $10
per month the minimum amount of ions paid by the Govern-
ment—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 4508) providing for excavatin
a new channel for Fox Creek and for ggdgingthe bar f
by Fox Creek in Hamburg Bay, Calhoun County, I1l.—to the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 4507) to prevent discrimina-
tion by common carriers of passengers traveling between the
States on account of race and color—to the Committee on Interstats
and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 4508) to create in the De-

rtment of Agriculture a bureau to be known as the Burean of

blic Roads, and to E:':vide for a system of national, State, and
local cooperation in the permanent improvement of the public
highways—to the Committee on Agriculture,

By Mr. LAMAR of Florida: A bill (H. R. 4509) an ap-
propriation for completing the improvement of the road to the
national cemetery near Pensacola, Fla.—to the Committee on
Militamr;; Affairs.

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4510) to provide for the
Theater of National Education—to the Committee on Education.

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 4511) to prevent fraud in the sale
of boots, shoes, slippers, or other leather footwear—to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. DICKERMAN: A bill (H. R. 4512) to provide for the
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at
Shamokin, in the State of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds. 3

By Mr. JEN%INS: A bill (H. R. 4513) to amend the act en-
titled *“An act to better define and regulate the rightsof aliens to
hold and own real estate in the Territories,”” approved March 2,
1807—to the Committee on the District of Columbia,

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 4514) to provide for a naval
training station for the Great Lakes at Muskegon, Mich.—to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr, FOSS: A bill (H. R. 4515) to prevent the desecration of
the American flag—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 4516) for the maintenance
and improvement of the Choctawhatchee River—to the Commit-
tee on Rivers and Harbors. :

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 4517) to regulate the use of

ing lands surrounding public reservoir sites upon the public
g:timsnof the United States—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 4518) to make Alexandria, Va.,
a %m of entry—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

y Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 4519) to establish a fish-
hatching and fish station in the State of Wyoming—to the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 4520) to provide for the erection
of a public building at Wytheville, Va.—to the €Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. WHE)N of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 4521) to establisha
supreme court for the Territories of Arizona, New Mexico, and
Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4522) to provide for the payment of claims
for losses by old pioneers in the Territory of Arizona during the
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years 1862 and 1863 by Indian depredations committed upon these

pioneers while holding the mountain and trails for immi-

te after they were abandoned by the soldiers of the United
tates Army—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 4523) for the purchase or con-
struction of a steel steam light-vessel, to be located on Martins
Reef, Michigan—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. RAINEY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 42) providing
for the removal of the remains of Commodore John Paul Jones
from France tothe United States—to the Committee on the
Library,

Also, a joint resolntion (H. J. Res. 48) to remove from the Illi-
nois River the Government dams at Kampsville and Lagrange—
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign erce.

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A joint resolution (H.J. Res. 44) forre-
lief of P. J. McMahon—to the Committes on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. WILLTAMS of Mississippi: A resolution (H. Res. 24
looking toward reconvening the Joint High Commission appoin
by Great Britain, the Dominion of Canada, and the United States
for the purpose of agreeing upon freer trade relations—tothe Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. RAINEY: A resolution (H. Res, 25) asking for estimate
as to cost of certain improvements in Hamburg Bay, Calhonn
County, Ill.—to the Committee on Riversand Harbors.

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 26) requesting information as to
flow of water into Illinois River through Chicago Drainage Canal,
and estimate as to cost of surveying Government dams, etc.—to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS,

Under clanse 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
?fl Ithe following titles were introduced and severally referred as
ollows:

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 4524) for the relief of the
estate of Samuel M. Farrar, deceased—to the Committee on War

Also, a bill (H. R. 4525) for the relief of the estate of Daniel
Brewer, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 4526) granting an increase
OPf pension to William J. Shepherd—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4527) gran an increase of pension to
Elizabeth Siples—to the Committiaiggon Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4528) granting an increase of pension to
Charles S. Atkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4529) ting a pension to William Deay—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 4530) granting a pensionto Dr. J. A. Cook—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4531) granting a pension to Martha R. Divil-
biss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4532) ting a pension to John F. Epler—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 4533) granting a pension to Marquis L. Ken-
nedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4534) granting an honorable discharge to
Marion M. Barton—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4535) for the relief of Harriet Camp—to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 4536) for the relief of Nancy
Rose—to the Committes on Claims.

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 4537) for the relief of
Charles T. Bouillon for arrears of pension—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 4538) for the relief of Mary
F. gase}' Tucker—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4539) granting a pension to Jane E. Tatum—
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4540) granting a Pension to Amanda Skin-
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 4541) for the relief of Mrs,
Lonise E, Ord—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr, DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4542) granting a

msion to Elizabeth M. Vandiver—to the Committee on Invalid

nsions.

By Mr. DICK: A bill (H. R. 4543) for the relief of John A.
‘Wanless—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4544) for the relief of Harlow L. Street—to
the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4545) for the relief of John W. Lewis—to
the Committee on Military Affairs. )

Also, a bill (H. R. 4546) for the relief of John . Lewis—to the

Committee on Military T8,
Also, a bill (H, R. 4547) for the relief of Edward Byrne—to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 4548) to remove charge of desertion against
A, B. Ackerman—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4549) to correct the military record of Jacob
Eckert—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also,a bill (H. R. 4550) to remove the charge of desertion and
grant an honorable discharge to Richard Lanigan—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

+ Also, a bill (H. R. 4551) granting a pension to Martha J. Hurl-

but—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4552) granting an increase of pension to
Orin P. Stoffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4553) granting an inerease of pension to
M. Cornelia Harmon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4554) ting an increase of pension to
George A. Breckinridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4555) to amend the muster roll of Company
B, Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, so as to place theron
tAhE name of Willlam C. Armstrong—fo the Committee on Military

airs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4556) granting an increase of pension to
Margaret L. Getty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4557) granting a pension to Sadie C. Stead-
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4558) granting an increase of pension to Al-
mira G. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4559) granting an increase of pension to An-
drew H. Vorderman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4560) granting an increase of pension to
Sarah O. Iégﬁn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a (H.R.Ml)mﬁngmmcremofpmionto
Charles H. Barber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4562) &nnting an increase of pension to
Perry H. Alexander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4563) to remove the charge of desertion
against Marshall N. Murphy, alias William R. Hallam—to the
Committee on Mili Em‘s

3{1&. DICKERMAN: A bill (H. B. 4564) granting a pensionto
Michael Salter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4565) granting a pension to Carrie Keefer—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 4568) granting an increase of
pension to Stephen N. Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
BlONS,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4567) granting an increase of pension toEzra
B. Spoor—to the Committee on Ingvalid Pensions.

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 4568) for the relief of John W,
Gummo—to the Committee on War Claims.

B{Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 4569) for the relief of
the heirs of Catharine Gillen—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 4570) to provide an Ameri-
can register for the steamer Beaumonf—to the Committee on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce,

_By Mr, FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 4571) granting a pen-
sion to John W. Holcomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4572) ing a pension to Peter Lander—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4573) for the relief of Eugene Patenande—to
the Committee on Claims,

Also, a bill (H, R, 4574) to remove the charge of desertion from
the record of John McVar—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4575) to remove the charge of desertion from
the record of John Lavigne—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

_Also, a bill (H. R. 4576) to place Josiah H, Adams on the re-
tired list of the United States Army with the rank of second
lientenant—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr, GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 4577) granting a pension to
Theodore C. Arons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 4578) granting a sion to
Catharine M. McClanahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 4579) for the relief of the
heirs and legal representatives of those killed by the explosion of
the gun-cofton factory at the United States torpedo station at
Newport, R. I.—to the Commitfee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4580) granting a pension to Penelope A.
Dexter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4581) granting an increase of pension to
Henry M. Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Algo,a bill (H. R. 4582) granting an increase of pension to John
8. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4583) granting a pension to Ella C. Baker—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 4584) granting an increase of
p_enaion to Daniel A. Butler—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
BlOns.

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R.4585) for the relief of W. 0.
Donovan and the heirs of Lizzie M. Donovan, deceased—to the
Committee on War Claims.
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By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 4586) granting an increase
of pension to Elisha Hammer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
B1018,

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 4587) granting a pension to
Robert Sturgens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Algo, a biﬁe(H. R. 4538) granting a pension to Rollin 8. Bel-
knap—to the Committee on Pensions.

, a bill (H. R. 4589) granting a pension to H. H. Barrett—
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4590) granting an increase of pension to Dan-
iel Giles—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also,a bill (H. R. 4591) for the relief of Henry H. Woodward—
to the Committee on Claims. 1

Also, a bill (H. R. 4592) for the relief of George D. Elgin—to
the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 4593) for the
relief of Edgar Zielian—to the Committee on Claims. )

Also, a bill (H. R. 4594) granting an increase of pension to
James Moss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H.R. iﬁﬁ)gmhng an increase of pen-
sion to Charles D. Fortney—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 4598) tocorrect the military record
of Charles W. Howard—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R.4597) to correct the military record of James
H. Campbell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ]

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R, 4598) granting a pension to
James M. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H.R 4599) granting a pension to
Ella F. Whitehead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H.R.4600) granting a pension to Jane Sloan—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. .

Also, a bill (H.R.4601) granting an increase of pension to Hi-
ram S. Kingsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R.4602) granting an increase of pension to He-
lim Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H, R.4603) to amend and
correct the records of Company D, Seventh Regiment Proyisional
Enrolled Missouri Militia, by including the name of Valentine
Fraker therein, with the dates of his enlistment and discharge—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R.4604) granting a pension to Christian Kloep-
pel—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4605) granting an increase of pension to Wil-
liam Herlinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LAMAR of Florida: A bill (H. R.4606) for the relief of
W. M. Quinn and George L. Long—to the Committee on Claims,

Also, a bill {H.R.4607) for the relief of John Barfield—to the
Committee on War Claims. 4

Also, a bill (H. R. 4608) for the relief of Capt. J. E. Turtle—to
the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4609) for the relief of the heirs at law of Ed-
ward N. Oldmixon—to the Committee on Claims.

Also a bill (H. R. 4610) for the relief of Samuel Puleston—to
the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4611) for the relief of Sarah E. Caro and
Henry O, Bassett—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4612) for the relief of John Dunn—*o the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4613) for the relief of B. W. Johnson—to
the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4614) for the relief of Sarah A. Marcus—to
the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4615) for the relief of William T. Bell—to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4616) for the relief of the heirs at lawof Ed-
ward N, Oldmixon—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4617) for the relief of the heirs of Manette
Marsons, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4618) for the relief of Chester P. Knapp, of
Escambia County, Fla.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4619) granting a pension to Susan Kent—to
the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4620) to remove the charge of desertion
from the military record of Andrew Brewton—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4621) releasing unto W. J. Cosgrove, Mary
Cosgrove, Mary Ellen Aylward (born Cosgrove), and others any
rights the United States may have in certain lands in Pensacola,
Fla.—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

?&B‘Mr. LUCKING: A bill (H. R. 4622) granting a pension to
William E. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4623) ﬁanting a pension to Electa L. Wil-
lard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R.4624) ting a pension to Isabella Phelps—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also. a bill (H. R. 4625) granting a pension to Theresa B. Nash—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R.4626) granting a pension to Hattie M. Mathe-
sogﬁ:to thlfﬂ(])o[tﬁmﬁttfgqm}: Invalid Pensions.

0, & bi . R, 4627) granting a pension to Annie Young—
to the Committee on Invahgg Pensions. s

Also, a bill (H. R. 4628) to repay $473.20 excess duties paid by
Richard Hawley & Sons—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 4629) granting an increase
of pension to Thomas C. Pond—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4630) granting an increase of pension to T. 8.
Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4631) granting an increase of pension to
Julius Kraig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MAHONEY: A bill (H. R, 4632) granting an increase of
pension to Peter J. Lussem—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
S10n8.

By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 4633) granting an increase
of pension to William Paul—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 4634) granting an increase
of pension to Randolph T. Stoops—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 4635) gmnting a pension
to Susan Bigler Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4636) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Martin J. Severance—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 4637) authorizing and
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay James L. Anderson
the sum of $798.28—to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4638) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Mary E. Pillow—to the Committee
on Pensions.

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 4639) for the relief of Horace
Resley—to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4640) granting an increase of pension to
William H. Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4641) to reimburse and indemnify the town
chi Frederick, in the State of Maryland—to the Committee on War

aims,

By Mr., POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 4642) granting an
increase of pension to William L. Wheeler—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RANSDELL of Lonisiana: A bill (H. R. 4643) for the
relief of John McDonnell—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 4644) for the
relief of ghe heirs of John Meals, deceased—to the Committee on

ar .

Also, a bill (H. R. 4645) for the relief of Mrs, Bathsheba Gor-
don—to the Committee on War Claims. .

Also, a bill (H. R. 46486) for the relief of John Till—to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 4647) for the relief of John Jones—to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4648) for the relief of Ann E. Damon—tothe
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4649) for the relief of the legal representatives
OCSI the estate of Thomas F. Brumby—to the Committes on War

aims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4650) for the relief of Charity Boyed—to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4651) for the relief of Mrs. W. R. Britton—
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also,a bill (H. R. 4652) for the relief of Mary J, Bailey—to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4653) for the relief of the heirs of James T,
Anderson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4654) for the relief of the heirsof George W.
Hughes—to the Commitiee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4655) granting an increase of pension to Henry
Jeffers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4656) to anthorize and direct the Secretary
of War to grant an honorable discharge o Robert Crompton—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4657) to refer the claim against the United
States of the heirs of Fabian Varin to the Court of Claims—to the
Committes on War Claims.

By Mr. ROBERTS: A hill (H. R. 4658) raising the rank of
Surg. John W. Baker, on the retired list of the Navy—to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H, R. 4659) for the relief of John 8.
Van Doren—to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4660) granting an increase of pension to
Henry C. Reel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
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By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 4661) for the relief of John Brill—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 4662) for the relief of the
heirs of John Baxter—to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4663) for the relief of Joseph D. Campbell—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4664) granting an increase of pension to
Charles Carlisle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 4665) granting a pension to Ma-
lissa Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4666) granting a pension to Albert Cogs-
well—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4667) granting an increase of pension to
James Turner—io the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4668) granting an increase of pension to
Simon McCall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A hill (H. R. 4669) granting an increase
of pension to Lewis S. George—to the Committee-on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4670) granting a pension to Green W. Hodge—
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also,a bill (H. R. 4671) for the relief of Adam L. Eichelberger—
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4672) for the relief of Mariah L., Trowell, ad-
ministratrix of Benjamin F. Trowell, deceased—to the Commit-
tee on War Claims.

Aleo, a bill (H. R. 4673) for the relief of Carolyn M. McIlvain—
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 4674) granting an increase
of pension to John Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sioms. -

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 4675) for the relief of the
estate of Moses K. Wheat, deceased, late of Macon County, Ala.—
to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 4676) granting an increase
of pension to James B. Judson—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 4677) granting an increase of
pension to William Nichol—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4678) granting an increase of pension to John
Magee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 4679) granting an increase
of pension to Martha M, Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 4680) granting a pen-
sion to Jonas Ball—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ADAMS of Penunsylvania: Letter of the Iron Molders’
Union of North America, No. 111, of Philadelphia, requesting the

assage of an eight-hour law and an anti-injunction bill—to the
%ommittee on Labor,

Also, resolution of the Travelers’ Protective Association, Post
B, Pennsylvania Division, relative to a 35-foot channel for the
Delaware River, port of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors.

Also, resolution of the National German-American Alliance,
against the passage of the Hepburn bill, relating to interstate
liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

y Mr. BADGER: Resolutionof J. C. McCoy Post, No. 1, Grand
Army of the Republic, Columbus, Department of Ohio, relative to
the use of old Springfield rifles by Old Guards and Grand Army
of the Republic drill corps in such organizations of the United
States—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, resolution of J. M. Wells Post, No. 451, Grand Army of
the Republic, Columbus, Department of Ohio. relative to the use
of old Springfield rifles by Old Guards and Grand Army of the
Republic drill corps in such organizations of the United States—
to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Papers to accompany bill to increase pen-
sion of James Mattingly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BURKETT: Paper to accompany bill to increase pen-
sion of William McBrien—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Algo, letter from Charles Weston, Lincoln, Nebr., in favor of
denying the nse of the mails to frandulent insurance companies—
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, paper to accompany bill to pension Victor Vifquain—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of National German-Amer-
ican Alliance against the passage of the Hepburn bill, relating to
interstate liguor traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of Elsie Peiffer, of Pana, I11., for
pension—to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. DANIELS: Resolution of the board of supervisors of
Inyo County, Cal., favoring the construction of a trail to the

airs.

Also, resolution of George A. Custer Council, No. 22, Junior
Order United American Mechanics, of Oakland, Cal., favoring
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on igration.

By Mr. DICK: Papers to accompany bill for relief of John A.
Wanless—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr, DRAPER: Resolution of the national executive com-
mittee of the National German-American Alliance protesting
against the passage of the so-called Hepburn bill—to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary. L

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 25, of
Milwaukee, Wis., protesting against the passage of Cuban reci-
procity bill—to the Committes on Ways and Means.

Also, papers to accompany bill fo increase pension of Mahlon
Farmin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HUFF: Resolution of the Pennsylvania Shoe Manufac-
turers’ Association,favoring 85-foot channel forthe Delaware River,
port of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, resolution of the Grain and Flour Excha.n%e of Pittsburg,
Pa., favoring legislation enlarging powers of the Interstate Com-
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

Also, resolution of the National German-American Alliance,
against the passage of the Hepburn bill relative to interstate
liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HULL: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 3240, to pension
Helen A. Scholes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 8243, to increase pension
of Warren Closson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KINKAID (by request): Petition of citizens of Atkin-
son, Nebr., protesting against passage of parcels-post bill—to the
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also (by request), petition of citizens of Ainsworth, Nebr.,
urging amendment of the homestead laws—to the Committee on
the Public Lands.

Also (by request), petition of citizensand freeholders of Wheeler
County, Nebr., favoring amendment of the homestead laws—to
the Committee on the Public Lands. .

Also (by request), petition of citizens of Johnstown, Nebr.,
favoring amendment of the homestead laws—to the Committee on
the Public Lands.

Also (by request), petition by citizens of Cherry County, Nebr.,
favoring amendment of the homestead laws—to the Committee on
the Public Lands.

Also (by request), petition of citizens of the State of Nebraska,
favoring amendment of the homestead laws—to the Committee on
the Public Lands.

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Letter of the National Cigar
Leaf Tobacco Association, ggﬂsmg the Cuban reciprocity bill—to
the Committee on Ways a eans.

Also, letter of the Minnesota Commandery, Military Order of
the Loyal Legion of the United States, favoring a service-pension
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

UA}SO, Isegst% oé J’ohlil_l A, If;ogan_ Regiment, Ni;. 2, Union Veteran
nion, St. Paul, Minn., favo passage of a service-pension
law—to the Committee on Inv:hl'ltig Pensions, e
By Mr. MORRELL: Resolution of the Travelers’ Protective

it&m}nit Whitney, in said State—to the Committee on Military

'Association, Post B, Pennsylvania Division, relative to a 85-foot

channel for the Delaware River, port of Philadelphia—to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, resolution of the National German-American Alliance,
against the passage of the Hepburn bill relating to interstate
liguor traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of Sacramento Chamber of Com-
merce, relating to the establishment of an additional Federal court
to be located at the city of Sacramento, Cal.—to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Papers to accompany bill for relief of
James L. Anderson—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: Papers to accompany bill to in-
crease pension of William L. Wheeler—to the Committee on In-_
valid Pensions.

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolution of the National German- Ameri-
can Alliance, against the passage of the Hepburn bill relative to
interstate liquor traffic,

By Mr. RYAN: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 4865, to pen-
sion Barney L. Brookins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Petition of Leonard Govern and
89 other citizens of Stamford, N. Y., urging an amendment to
the Constitution defining legal marriage to be monogamic, and
making polygamy a crime against the United States, etc.—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WANGER: Resolution of the board of directors of the
Grain and Flour Exchange of Pittsburg, Pa., favoring enlarge-
ment of the power of the Interstate Commmerce Commission—to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.
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